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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s UNDERSTooD that the Supreme Court Funds Rules are now 
in process of revision; one object being to afford to suitors greater 
facilities for receiving payments out of court by post. 





Me. Ince, Q.C., M.P., is about to bring in a Bill for the reform 
of the tenure and transfer of land. We understand that he 
roposes to abolish entails altogether, and only to allow settlements 
in @ modified form. He does not, however, abolish life estates, 
though he considerably curtails the power of giving interests, 
either by will or settlement, to unborn persons. He dikes alto- 
gether to abolish the present laws of succession to real estate in 
cases of intestacy, and to make primogeniture, gavelkind, and borough 
English alike disappear ; the undevised realty passing to the personal 
representative, and being distributed by him. Air. Ince proposes also 
to amend the Settled Land Act, and the Married ‘Women’s Pro rty 
Act, 1882. The object of the amendment of the Settled Land Act 
is to place the tenant for life, as far as possible, in the position of 
absolute owner. The Bill ‘‘explains” several sections of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, and abolishes the necessity for 
aut gaged by married women. It is being by Mr. 
Ince and Mr. Txropore Dopp. 





THe apporntment of Mr. Wirt1am Grantuam, Q.C., to the vacant 
judgeship has been made the subject of some rather unjust personal 
criticism. The new judge will, undoubtedly, be efficient in the 
administration of the criminal law, and his experience, legal 
knowledge, and common sense afford a guarantee that he will 
acquit himself creditably in the discharge of the civil business 
of the court. The truth seems to be that, although Mr. Granraam’s 
appointment is not likely to add much strength to the bench, he 
will, probably, make a fair average judge. When this is said, 
however, the fact remains that the appointment is not the best 
that could have been made; and we suppose that even the warmest 
friend of the new judge would admit that, if he had not been a 

rominent politician, with a seat in Parliament, he would not have 
the least chance of this promotion. The revival of the system 
of political appointments to the bench is greatly to be regretted. 





“No orper for the payment of purchase-money into court shall 
be necessary, but a direction for that purpose, signed by the chief 
clerk, shall be sufficient authority for the Paymaster-General to 
receive the money.” So runs the new rule—ord. 51, r. 3a.; but 
the framers of this rule, which is, no doubt, intended to prevent 
delay, have apparently forgotten that every order for the payment 
of purchase-money into court contains, 2x of course, a stop on the 
fund paid in in favour of the purchaser. The new rules provide 
for no such stop being placed on the fund, and the result is that 
every purchaser paying in his purchase-money must, if he desires 
the security of a stop on the fund (as he invariably does) obtain 
an order, which must be carried in to the Paymaster. Where, 
then, is the saving effected by this new rule? A saving of time 
there me but the saving of trouble and expense is not ap- 
parent, T he rule moni either have been supplemented by another 
rule requiring the Paymaster to record the fa at the money being 

aid in by a purchaser, so, that the purchaser ould have notice 
fore hit thoney is dealt with, or by. rule thi} ho money paid in 
se putoliavbcthonay shall be dealt “with Suit Ho puboliaser 


being served with notice of any application for an order to deal 
with it. This latter rule would have sufficed, but the former 
appears to be the proper mode of dealing with the matter, and, as 
this would be a rule to be acted on solely by the Paymaster, it is 
possible that it may be reserved for insertion in a revised edition 
of the Supreme Court Funds Rules. But meanwhile the new 
rules came into operation on the 1st of January and, until a 
provision is made, substituting some regulation to take the place 
of the usual stop order, every purchaser must procure an order to 
be drawn up, and the expense of doing so will be an addition to 
the expense of obtaining the direction of the chief clerk to pay in 
the purchase-money 





We print elsewhere a summary of a most elaborate report, which 
has been recently issued by the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland, 
relating to the present rights of solicitors in that country and the 
further rights which they ought to possess. The suggestions as 
to extension of their right of audience are moderate, and capable 
of being strongly defended, but the two points in the report which 
will excite most notice are—first, the resolution of the committee that 
it is undesirable that any steps should be taken by the society to 
promote an amalgamation of the professions of barrister and 
solicitor; and, next, the report of the sub-committee appointed 
to consider the question what steps (if any) the society should 
take to secure to the client the services of counsel, and to make 
counsel answerable for his neglect or omission to perform these 
services. The sub-committee report that ‘‘the interests of the 
public and of their own profession will be better served by the 
maintenance of the friendly intercourse and relations between the 
two professions rather than that our profession should endeavour 
to adopt any hostile position, such as is indicated by the question 
submitted to us, although individual cases of hardship do arise 
from time to time.’? And the committee resolved that ‘‘the bar 
should be requested to nominate some members of their body to 
confer with the council of the Law Society to consider and, if 
possible, formulate some plan by which the grievances complained 
of might be remedied, if not removed.” It is obvious that the 
Irish society do not concur in the resolution passed by a small 
majority at the Liverpool meeting of the English society requesting 
the council to encourage the relation of counsel and client being 
placed by legislation upon the basis of contract, and we confess we 
think that the Irish mode of dealing with the grievance complained 
of is the wiser one. 





We commentep recently on the question of the railway ee 
authority, in connection with the case of Bunch v. Great Western 
Railway Co. (34 W. R. 74). It is understood that the decision in 
that case is to be appealed, and no doubt we shall have from the 
Court of Appeal a definite ition of this somewhat undeveloped 
branch of law. It is clear that a porter who, at the entrance to 
the station, agrees to take charge of a s luggage to be 
labelled while the gets his ticket, is acting within the 
scope of his authority (Lovell v. London, Chatham, and Dover Co., 
24 W. R. 394), and in Bunch’s case, Mr. Justice Surtu considered 
that a porter who took a ger’s ] at the entrance to 
the station and conveyed it to the p and on arriving 
there agreed to take chores of it while the gerd met 
her husband and got her ticket, was also acting within the 
scope of his authority. The case of Welch v. Londen and 
North-Western Railway Co, (34 W. R. 166), however, shows that 





the railway porter’s authority to take charge of | will not 
he extende beyond a taking charge duting the abesnce of 
the r for a purpose incident to a journey immediately 
in view. In this case the intending , having missed his 


trait, asked a porter to take ¢ his f until the next 
train, and the porter hating aj We he patonges 1 Be 
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station, and went to the billiard-room of an hotel, where he 
amused himself for an hour, returning to find his luggage missing. 
Tt was held that the porter was not the agent of the railway 
company to take charge of the luggage. This was a clear case of 
warehousing goods, altogether outside the scope of the porter’s 
authority ; but, assuming a journey to be immediately in view, is 
the doctrine of Lovell’s case to be confined to cases where the 

is absent for the purpose of taking a ticket, or does it 
extend to his absence in the refreshment-room or waiting-room of 
the station, or at the bookstall ? 





THE ust or aPrEats to be heard in the ensuing Hilary Sittings 
comprises 131 from the Chancery Division, 15 from the Court of 
the County Palatine of Lancaster, 85 from the Queen’s Bench 
Division, 11 from the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, 
and 7 from the Queen’s Bench Division in Bankruptcy. These 
numbers make up a total of 249 appeals, of which 34 are inter- 
locutory and 215 final. At the Michaelmas Sittings the total 
number of appeals in the list was 274, but at Hilary, 1885, the 
total was 358. 





Tue causes set down to be heard before the judges of the 
Chancery Division comprise 107 before Vice-Chancellor Bacon, 
consisting of a mixed list of 80 witness and non-witness actions, 25 
adjourned summonses, and 2 further considerations. Mr. Justice 
Kar has 75 witness actions, 14 non-witness actions, 44 adjourned 
summonses, and 8 further considerations, being a total of 141. Mr. 
Justice Currry has 57 witness actions, 67 non-witness actions, and 
9 further considerations and adjourned summonses, making a total 
of 133. There are 126 witness actions before Mr. Justice Nortu; 
and Mr. Justice Parson has a list of 168 cases, consisting of 48 
witness actions, 18 further considerations, and 102 non-witness 
actions and adjourned summonses. The total number of cases in 
the Chancery lists is 675, as compared with 750 at the last sittings, 
and 770 a year ago. 





THE List or causes in the Queen’s Bench Division was not 
completed at the time of our going to press, but it is understood to 
make up a total of 1,191 matters, and the principal feature in the 
list will be that the cases to be tried with juries will exceed by at 
least fifty, those to be tried without juries. The Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty list comprises 263 cases, of which 36 are probate 
cases, 155 divorce cases, and 71 admiralty cases. 








The Pall Mall Gazette says that the death of the second Lord 
Brougham at the extreme old age of ninety-one will relieve the Pension 
List of a considerable c . He was formerly a master in chancery, and 
when the office was abolished in 1852 was compensated by a full pension 
for life. This was £3,225 a year. 


The following are the arrangements made by the judges of the Queen’s 
the ensuing Hilary sittings nay a i amen tea 
w j ve retu’ from the 

assizes, viz. :—Three courts will be onal oaks bane daily, the first of 
which will consist of Justices Grove, Stephen, and Day; the second will } 
be formed of Justices Field, and Hawkins; and the third of 
Justices Mathew and A.L. Smith. Six courte will sit to hear special and 
courts ie penatien< ie Gea tee “- jud vaLeond tel Sectios 

over 0. i i— ustice 
Coleridge, Baron Pollock, Baron Huddleston, a J 
eee eee Mr. Justice Wills will be the judge in attend- 
at uring the Hilary Sittings. 


The following are the arrangements made for hearing probate and 
divorce causes during the ensuing Hilary ye ee , common jury causes 
will be taken on Monday, Jan 11, and following days—(lst) probate, 
(2nd) a. an for — — “ court iteelf will be 
taken after common jury causes—(Ist) ate, (2nd) defended matri- 
hy = 
i 


os W February 17, and followi dgeliies paee I 
P ‘ 0 s—(lst , (2nd 
matrimonial. A divinonal court will sit on Monday, Fe fon i den 


monees will be heard in chambers at half-past ten o’clock, and motions 
é at oc 





half- on Tuesday, Jan 12. 
‘ the ys uary 12, 


——————. 
—_—— as 


SECURITY FOR COSTS FROM PLAIN- 
TIFFS RESIDENT ABROAD. 


Tue new Rule of Court (ord. 65, r. 64) as to security for costs 
from plaintiffs ordinarily resident out of, but temporarily resident 
within, the jurisdiction, is a curious example of the piecemeal way 
in which our code of procedure is being gradually brought 
to perfection. This new rule, which empowers defendants 
to obtain security for costs from such plaintiffs, has been 
called for by such decisions as Cambothie v. Ingate (1 W. R. 
533), Redondo v. Chaytor (24 W. R. 701, L. BR. 4 Q. B. D, 
453), and KHbrard v. Gassier (33 W. R. 287, L. R. 28 
Ch. D. 232), which followed a series of earlier cases, beginning, we 
believe, with Porrier v. Carter’(1 H. Bl. 106); but, like all other 
piecemeal legislation, it either goes too far or does not go far 
enough, missing the logical bottom of the matter legislated upon, 
The fact is, the whole subject of security for costs from absent 
plaintiffs requires revision and codification into a distinct set of 
rules. The rationale of the system, which is still part of our prac- 
tice, is based on laws which have long since been expunged from 
the Statute Book, and we can only express our astonishment that 
the Rule Committee should have so long overlooked the subject, 
and should not have brought it into harmony with the other parts 
of our oivil procedure. 

We imagine that the new rule must be taken subject to the 
qualification which has always existed with regard to absent plain- 
tiffs ; that security will not be ordered if the plaintiff can shew 
that he is possessed of unincumbered property of a permanent 
nature within the jurisdiction, and which is subject to be seized 
in execution if the defendant obtain jndgment and costs. But this 
qualification brings into clear relief the reason for the. protection 
which the practice affords to defendants. Under the old order of 
things, not only the goods, but the person, of a judgment debtor 
could be taken in execution. When the old order changed and the 
judgment creditor (unless he adopted the wearisome procedure pro- 
vided by the Debtors Act, 1869) was left to his remedy against 
the judgment debtor’s goods alone, there were very obvious reasons 
why what appeared to be the logical result of the change was not 
adopted—that is to say, why security for costs was not required 
from resident plaintiffs, even though they had no property on 
which a successful defendant could issue execution. A wise excep- 
tion was, however, made in the case of companies. In the case of 
plaintiffs out of the jurisdiction under the old practice, it was only 
logical to require them to find security if they had no property of a per- 
manent nature within the jurisdiction, because a successful defendant 
would have no redress either against person or property. But 
it is obvious that, with the disappearance of the remedy against 
the person, there should have been introduced corresponding changes 
in the rules as to security for costs. Possibly the most logical of 
all changes would have been the sweeping away of those rules 
altogether. But a reason for their retention was found which was 
certainly not one of the reasons for their original creation. The 
finding security for costs came to be looked upon as a species of 
penalty imposed on foreigners who availed themselves of the 
English courts. If this be the half-expressed reason for con- 
tinuing the practice, the new rule, which came into force on 
January 1st of this year, is its logical outcome. For it is obvious 
that those who are continuously resident abroad ought not to escape 
from the operation of the practice by a temporary residence, or 4 
residence merely for the conduct of the suit. But on this supposi- 
tion the rule is illogical in its insufficiency ; for it would have been 
better, as it seems to us, to have given full expression to the 
reason, which, as we have just said, is supposed now to lie at the 
root of the whole matter, and to have enacted that, subject to the 
rule as to property, all foreigners and persons habitually resident 
abroad should give security if required by the <lefendant so to do. 
We repeat that either extreme is logical, and the new rule only 
goes halfway towards one of them, leaving the principle still in 

oubt. 

The questions in issue may be thus summarized. If, as we 
believe to be the true state of the case, the original idea was 
to give to defendants a remedy in lieu of the personal remed 
which they would have lost by reason of the plaintiff's absence abro 
then the abolition of that mal remedy should have been 


followed by the entire abolition of the practice; and as to the 
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point of temporary residence, cadit questio. If, however, it is 
considered that the personal remedy is not entirely abolished, but 
survives in all the vexatious detail of a debtor’s summons, then 
either the rule is not nearly stringent enough, and it should have 
adopted what is now a common form of words, and required 
security to be found by all plaintiffs not “ domiciled nor ordinarily 
resident within the jurisdiction,” or the reasoning of Redondo v. 
Chaytor is sound, and it is inexpedient to depart from the con- 
clusion at which the Court of Appeal arrived by means of that 
reasoning. But if the personal remedy has nothing to do with 
the case, and the Rule Committee have adopted partially the later 
idea, which, we believe, has found its way into the judicial mind, 
then, again, the rule does not go far enough, and all foreign and 
absent plaintiffs, except those domiciled or ordinarily resident 
within the jurisdiction, should have been included in its grasp. 
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HOW SHOULD THE LAND LAWS BE 
REFORMED ? 
III. 
Way THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS HAVE FAILED. 


We this week interrupt our series of original contributions to call 
the attention of our readers to a pamphlet on this subject,* which 
has hardly received the attention it deserves. It is from the pen 
of a well-known official, whose opinion on the question deserves high 
respect. After pointing out that one reason for the failure of the 
Acts is that they do not make sufficient provision for guarding the 
interests of the parties beneficially entitled to the land, who are the 
real vendors, and suggesting that this can only be provided for by 
the establishment of a second register of equitable assurances 
affecting the beneficial interest, and that if such a second register were 
provided, the purchase-money might be made payable to the registrar, 
who would satisfy himself, from an inspection of the second register, 
as to the parties, whether trustees or others, to whom the money 
should be paid, the writer proceeds to discuss other reasons why the 
Act is not more generally used. He says, ‘‘So great ap anxiety 
existed on the part of the Legislature not to interfere with remote, 
possible, and unknown claims, that it has imposed formalities whieh 
take much time, and delay the completion of the purchase. Thus, 
under the Act and Rules, a period of more than three months must 
elapse, even after the title has been made out to the satisfaction of 
the registrar, before an indefeasible title can be acquired. When, on 
the other hand, an estate is sold without reference to the Act, it is 
usually sold subject to conditions of sale limiting the time for making 
objections to the title to fourteen or twenty-one days, and sometimes 
even to ten days, and under such conditions the purchase can usually 
be completed and the money received by the seller within a period of 
about one month or six weeks from the day of sale. Again, it is 
usual to insert in these conditions of sale special provisions applicable 
to the state of the title, precluding the purchaser from making 
objections to the title on specified points, which the seller cannot 
remedy or remove, and although the title may really be a title, 
notwithstanding these specified difficulties, yet it may not be what is 
technically called a ‘ marketable title.’ Now, unfortunately, the Act of 
which we are speaking provides that the title to be submitted to 
the registrar must be a marketable title, to enable him to put it on the 
register, and the difficulty and expense in most cases of making a 
strictly marketable title are so great, that sellers naturally prefer 
selling their land under special conditions of sale. . . . The first thing 
should be to require a good title to be shewn to the reasonable 
satisfaction of the registrar, and not, as now, a strictly marketable 
title. . . . The next thing should be the removal of the necessity 
for the public notices required by the Act to be advertised, for this 
is, in effect, inviting claimants (if any) to put in their claims. This 
part of the Act is, as T have before hinted, one of the many instances 
of the over-zeal of the Legislature to protect dormant claims and 
unknown rights. As the Act stands, only a strictly marketable title 
—t.e., such a title as the Court of Chancery would compel an un- 
willing purchaser to accept—can be placed upon the register. But 
as the law stood when the Act passed (and it still remains un- 
changed), the Court of Chancery, in forcing a purchaser to accept 
such a title, never caused any advertisements to be inserted or any 
inquiries to be made. It judged for itself whether, upon the face 
of the abstract, the title was good or not, and if it thought the 
title a good one, it forced a purchaser to accept it. It is true that 
after the purchaser had been compelled to accept it, if an adverse 
claimant turned up and established his title, the purchaser would 
have lost the estate, and generally could not have recovered back his 


* A Dialogue between a Doctor of Laws and a Student poaching the 
no “Land Transfer Acts” are not genepally used. Second 
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purchase-money. But this was a defect in the law; for is nota 
purchaser under b wes gens neces, et ro are ys wel to 
accept the title and pay his purchase-money agai i just as 
noe 8 entitled to protection as an adverse claimant himself, however 
just his claims may be? Morally, there can be no doubt upon the 
subject. If, then, a title submitted to the registrar > eee 
after a stringent investigation, to be good, why should the seller be 
obliged to advertise for all claimants to come in and attack his 
title, and run the risk of some dormant claimant being aroused ? 
This alone deters many from taking advantage of the Act. The 
only specious reason I have heard urged in favour of these general 
notices for claimants is, that they prevent a fraudulent or fictitious 
title from being submitted to the registrar ; but, as I have before 
shewn, the Court of Chancery considered no such notice necessary, 
and I never heard of a fictitious title being passed by the court; and 
the party to suffer from a fraud is the who committed it, and 
not an innocent purchaser. It would . o. case if a 
were not de on a searching investigation registrar 

the examiners of titles under the Act. The i e should, of 
course, endeavour to prevent such frauds by punisl 

the right parties—namely, the criminals 

that it has been said, as one reason, w : 
given, that sometimes mines and minerals, or other rights, are 
excepted out of the original conveyances, and that these r 
be lost to the parties if notices were not advertised. This, however, 
is one of those specious objections which tend to obstruct reform, 
without being in er —— ng me if ay 
exist, must a y inquiries on the spot, even i t apparen 

upon the asec of Ges deeds a and if so, the and 
examiners cannot fail to detect them. If they have not exer- 
cised for a long period, and do not appear in any of the deeds fora 
period of sixty years, you may be sure that an advertisement will be 
of but little use in calling up a rightful claimant ; and if such a right 
has lain dormant and without a part t for sixty years, it is for the 
general benefit than it should be extinguished for ever. The only 
notices necessary, as a general rule, to be = are notices to the 
adjoining owners, in order that the boundaries may be correctly 
defined, and no improper enroachments made upon the lands of adjoin- 
ing proprietors. ft would be desirable to give to the registrar, or to 
the Inclosure Commissioners, ial powers to determine, incase of dis- 
pute, the boundaries of lands submitted to the operation of the Acts.” 

Another reason meer for this reluctance to make use of the 
Act is that the main object being to investigate and clear away all 
prior titles once and for ever, this first and most important step is 
necessarily @ more expensive ing than an investigation of the 
title by a purchaser under conditions of sale; but, unless the estate is 
to be sold in many lots, it is not worth while for the purchaser to 
incur this expense (with the possibility of the title being rejected) 
upon the chance of his being afterwards enabled to get a larger 
amount of prenge wage sufficient to cover the whole expense of 
the investigation of the title before the registrar. The seller, there- 
fore, dictates his own terms, and declines to sell otherwise than in the 
ordinary manner—namely, with special conditions as to title and 
payment of purchase-money on an early day. i 

The writer suggests, in conclusion, that, as an inferim measure, 
“it would be wall to enable any absolute owner in fee simple (al- 
though not intending immediately to become a vendor) — having 
his title cleared and his name — on the register, to obtain from 
the registrar a certificate or declaration of his being owner in fee 
simple, clear of all prior title. He will thus be enabled afterwards to 
sell, mortgage, or otherwise deal with the property without further 
reference to the registrar until it becomes necessary to again clear the 
title for the intermediate dealings, and so to start again with an in- 
disputable fee simple ownership. If this were done, a great deal 
more would be accomplished than by the existing or any other scheme 
compelling parties to attend at the office upon every dealing 
with the property. And as regards all persons intending to mortgage 
their estates, the advantages and enormous saving of expense, by 
having the prior title cleared, is so obvious that a good number of 
these would, undoubtedly, within a comparatively short period, be 
found to have availed themselves of this course, provided the existing 
difficulties as to the nature of the title to be required by the registrar 
and the necessity of advertising be removed ~# ot eb me cannot ~ 4 
strongly pointed out that a conveyance on a strip ent is 
the wh oe boon required (the conveyance itself, exclusive of the 
stamp duty, was always a very small item in the account), and that 
the real benefit consists in freeing a title from the incumbrance of 
all the earlier deeds, and saving the repeated expense of a re- 
investigation of the same prior title upon every fresh sale or 
mortgage of the land.” : 

We may add to the above the following remarks by Mr. W. L. 
Birkbeck, the Downing Professor of the Laws of I , contained 
in an interesting ‘‘ Historical Sketch of the Distribution of Land in 
England,” * recently published by him :— 


* Macmillan & Oo. 








166 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 











‘* The objections which I pointed out, as having been fatal to the 
usefulness of the former Act, apply also to the present (the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 87)—viz., the expense and possible 

which must be incurred in order to obtain registration. An 
indisputable title, subject or not subject to specified qualifications, 
cannot be granted without the rigid investigation requisite to prove 
that there exist no valid latent claims. Nor is it clear that the 
advantages to be derived from the possession of an indisputable title 
under the Act are such as to counterbalance these objections. The 
object of the Act appears to be the assimilation, as far as practicable, 
of the method of conveying land to that which is in force for trans- 
ferring Government stock. If stock is entered in the books kept by 
the Bank of England in the name of one or more persons, the stock 
becomes, at law, the absolute property of those persons or person, so 
far as the books convey information. You are not allowed to enter 
in these books the name of a person as having merely a limited 
interest—for example, an interest for life—in a sum of stock. So under 
the present Land Act (putting leaseholds out of the question), a 
person can be registered as owner of an absolute estate or fee simple 
only. If a life interest is to be conferred, it must be given by way of 
trust ; the person registered as owner in fee must execute an instru- 
ment declaring that he holds the land in trust for the person 
designated for his life—the Act not making any provision for the 
registration of trusts. As the Bank of England will not take notice 
of any trust of stock, the new register, like the bank books, is a 
register of absolute owners. The Act, however, permits the registra- 
tion of money charges on registered land. Hitherto a provision (say 
for infant children) out of land has been considered more secure than 
@ provision out of stock. The latter is at the mercy of a trustee. 
The r of stock from a trustec, in whose name the stock 
is safe, in the absence of notice of the trust, and the person 
beneficially entitled has no remedy except against the trustee 
ae A trust estate in land could not without difficulty be 
lated by a sale, because a purchaser of the land would, almost 
necessarily, have notice of the trust—the trustee in establishing his 
own title would disclose the trust also. Even if the land were vested 
in trustees for sale, the almost necessary notoriety of the sale of 
unregistered land affords practical protection to the beneficial owner. 
As regards land registered under this Act the case will be different. 
The person who is registered owner can convey the land discharged 
of all trusts, except registered money charges, by a transaction no 
more notorious than a transfer of Government stock. It is true that 
the Act provides for the entry of ‘cautions’ on the register, and 
when a caution has been entered, the land is not to be dealt with 
until notice of the intended transfer has been given personally, or by 
post, to the cautioners—a proceeding analogous to placing a dis- 
tringas on stock at the Bank of England. But, although the notice 
is not duly given, the sale is still absolute—and in many instances 
beneficial owners, especially if they are infants, will omit to enter a 
caution. It is, perhaps, unnecessary to remark, that the security at 
present enjoyed by partial owners of land, as, for example, tenants 
for life, entitled at law will be much diminished if the land is regis- 
tered under this Act, because the interest of such an owner will 
be necessarily converted into an equitable interest. Nor 
is this all. By the 41st section, if a person registered as sole 
owner of freehold land (or the survivor of several registered owners) 
dies, the land which he held will not pass to his heir or to his 
personal representatives, but to a person nominated by the registrar 





at his discretion, regard being had to the rights of persons interested | testator intended to exercise the power, and that he has exercised it.” 


im the land. So that, if the deceased was the beneficial owner, his 
heir, widow, or the devisees under his will may find their interests in 
the land at the mercy of a person whom neither they nor the deceased 
had any potential voice in selecting, and who may defeat their 
rights by a sale and transfer on the register to a purchaser, whether 
that person had or had not notice of the trusts (see section 30). It 
may well be asked with what view are these provisions with regard 
to registration introduced? They will clearly have the effect of 
rendering less secure the interests of many persons in landed prop- 
erty, supposing the land to be registered under the Act. What, 
then, are the countervailing advantages which the authors of the 
Act expect that it will confer? Ihave heard it stated by a high 
authority that the late Mr. Cobden declared, after having attained 
free trade in corn, that the next most important object was, in his 
opinion, to establish free trade in land. I do not feel sure as to the 
which he attached to this expression; but I presume that 
‘establishing free trade in land’ means providing for its purchase 
and sale in the same manner as Government and other stocks and 
securities are purchased and sold in the market. The authors of the 
Act under consideration to have had this object in view. The 
persons in whose names land is registered are to be the absolute 
owners (not owners for life or in remainder), in the same sense that 
re of Government stock are absolute owners. The directors 
Bank of England, who have charge of the national stocks, as 
of their own, refuse to take notice of trusts, The registrar 
is 


of 
well 
ot to do the same. The cautions which may be entered on 


a8 
land 





the register are apparently devised in imitation of the distringg 
which may be placed upon Government stocks. To 9 landowner 
engaged in commercial speculations, it may be advantageous jo 
register his land under the Act. The registration might render it 
more easy for him to raise money on the security of his estate, or to 
sell it with despatch, on an emergency. He might, Petts have 
his land quoted like so much stock, and make it a subject of 
speculation in the market. If many estates were thus offered for 
public sale, there might be called mto existence a body of land- 
brokers and land-jobbers, who would benefit by land speculations; 
but I see no reason to suppose that by such transactions the cultiva- 
tion of the soil would be improved. How could free trade in land 

roduce effects at all analogous to the results of free trade in corn? 

uppose that Bowood or Belvoir was registered by the proprietor, 
and thereby rendered more marketable, would a purchaser, for a rise 
of one-eighth per cent., be likely to lay out capital in sages 
land which he intended to retain as his one only, it may be, ti 
next settling day, or until he closed his speculation? Would he 
make a drain or plant a tree— ne 


Umbram factura nepotibus ?’ 

“Tf it was not the object of the Act to encourage speculation in 
land by assimilating land to Government stock, it is difficult to 
understand why the assimilation was attempted at all. Merely to 
facilitate bond side investments in land, desirable as such an object is 
in itself, would not justify the introduction of a system of registra- 
tion which diminishes the security of pe ge interests and prevents 
the creation of many legal estates which can be created in non- 
registered lands.” 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


INTENTION TO EXERCISE A POWER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—In the recent case of Workman v. Petgrave (33 W. R. 930, 
L. R. 30 Ch. D. 617) there arose a question whether a special power 
of appointment was exercised by a will which contained no reference 
to the power. The facts were, shortly, that the testator had, under 
a settlement, a special power to appoint by will two estates at B. and 
S. respectively, and also some shares in the B. Colliery. By his will 
he made gifts of ‘“‘my estate at B.” and of ‘‘ my estate at 8.,” and 
he made another gift of ‘all my share and interest in the B., H., 
and W. Colliery Companies.” He had no property of his own at 
either B. or 8., but he had some shares of his own in the B. Colliery, 

Mr. Justice Pearson decided that the will operated as an exercise 
of the power, not only as regarded the estates at B. and S., but also 
as regarded the settled shares in the B. Colliery. But, in his judg- 
ment, the learned judge is re 
had been produced shewing that, when a power has been twice exer- 
cised in a will, I must, in the case of a third gift, read the will just 
as I should if that were the only gift in it, and I had to determine 
whether the power had been exercised, I might have felt myself 
bound to follow that authority. But, in the absence of any such 
authority, I think that, when you find the testator intended to exer- 
cise the power, and did exercise it with regard to two properties 
subject to it, you ought, in the case of a third gift, which may 
also comprise property subject to the power, to consider that the 


On referring to the cases cited, I was surprised to find that the 
case of Napier v. Napier (1 Sim. 28) was not cited. There (I am 
quoting from Sugden on Powers, p. 328, 8th ed.) a testator had only 
lands in fee in five parishes, and in three other parishes had only 
lands over which he had a power of appointing to his children, 
and in another parish had lands in fee, and also lands over which he 
had a like power of appointment, and devised to his only son in fee, 
with a gift over to his aie: and, in certain cases, with gifts over 
to strangers to the power, all and singular his manors, &c., in the 
nine several ishes which he named in his will; it was held: 
{1) That the lands in fee in the five parishes passed; (2) that the 

nds subject to the power in the three parishes also passed, on the 
ground that the will as to the three parishes would be wholly inoper- 
ative ; (3) that the lands in the other parish, of which the testator 
was seised in fee, also passed, and satisfied the words of the will ; 
and, therefore, (4) that the lands in the same parish, over which the 
testator had a power, did not pass. Lord St. Ieonards, who was 
counsel in the case, and who states that it was strenuously argued, 
was never satisfied with this decision, and criticizes it at p. 341. 

It seems to me that this case was very much in point in connection 
with Workman v. Petgrave, though there are differences, of course. 
Napier v. Napier does not contain, as the later case, the twofold prior 
exercise of the power; but, on the other hand, in Workman v. 
Pdyrave the third ift was a distinct and separate one; whereas, 


Napier v. Napier the same words of devise were held to operate as to 
one property as an exercise of the power, and not as to another. Jf 
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Napier v. Napier were right, Workman v. Petgrave is wrong, for, on 
am ing the differences, the later case (it seems to me) ought to 
follow the former @ fortiori. 

The opinion of Lord St. Leonards and the decision of Mr. Justice 
Pearson agree, and appear to me absolutely right; but I am puzzled 
at the fact that the case was not cited by any one of the ten counsel 

in the case of Workman v. Petgrave. Although Napier v. 
Napier is not the authority ‘‘ shewing that where a power has been 
twice exercised in a will,” &c., required by Mr. Justice Pearson, yet 
itis an authority partially going to his requirements, and though I 
do not suppose it would have altered his decision, yet should it not 
have been cited for the purpose of obtaining its wg 


y? 





THE NEW RULES OF COURT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. 

Sir,—Your comment upon the second point raised by my letter, 
which you did me the honour to insert in your last week’s issue, as 
to the making of a general administration order by a chief clerk, 
was apparently made overlooking the fact that the proviso in ord. 
55, r. 15, that ‘‘no judgment or order for general administration 
shall be made under rule 4 of this order or otherwise by a chief 
clerk,” has been annulled by the new rule 24, although the 
new proviso that such an order ‘shall not be made, except by the 
judge in person,” may be another form of expressing the same idea. 

ut, assuming this to be so, what is the meaning of ord. 55, r. 
10a. (b.) that, ‘‘to prevent proceedings by other creditors,” the 
usual judgment or order for administration may be made by the 
court or judge, with a proviso that leave of the judge in person is to 
be obtained before it is proceeded with? That it is intended to 
restore the power of the chief clerks to make such orders, with such 
roviso, is to be inferred from the following considerations :—1. 

e proviso in rule 15, disabling chief clerks from making such 
orders, has been annulled. 2. The facility of being able to at 
once stay proceedings by creditors (the declared object of the rule) 
by an application to the chief clerk, rather than an adjournment to 
the judge in chambers or an application in court. 3. The distinction 
made between the word “judge” in ord. 55, r. 10A., and “‘ judge 
in person ”’ in the same rule (, and in the proviso in rule 15 of the 
same order. 

In addition, it will be observed that rule 10a. (<.) dealing with 
accounts, is also that class of business which chief clerks, rather than 
“judges in person,” are in the habit of dealing with at chambers. 
It seems, indeed, more than likely that the imability of the chief 
clerk to make the general order for administration was found to 
have led to inconvenience and expense for which the new rule was 
intended to supply the remedy. 

If the contention is the right one, then ord. 55, r. 10A. (0.), is 
certainly inconsistent with rule 15 as amended, by which the 
“judge in person” alone can make the order or judgment. 

Jan, 5. GEO, ¥ Harnaway. 

[Our correspondent is right in supposing that the alteration made 
by the new rule 24 in the proviso in ord. 55, r. 15, had at the time 
escaped our notice. This alteration has some bearing on his con- 
tention, but we still think that the proviso, as amended, would be 
taken to govern ord. 55, r. 10A. (b.).—Ep. S. J.] 








SOLICITORS AND THE BAR IN IRELAND. 


We have received a bulky ‘‘blue book” containing the report of a 
committee appointed by the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland on the 
16th of April, 1884, to consider and report :— 

ist. Whether it is desirable that this society should take any, and if 
any, what steps towards promoting an amalgamation of the two profes- 
sions, and in the event of their being of opinion it is not desirable to do so, 
to ae and report what steps, if any, this society should take to pro- 
mo 


(2.) An absolute right of transfer from either branch of the legal 
profession to the other. 
6.) An extension of the right of audience which solicitors already 


enjoy. 

af A reform of the regulations of the bar, so as to secure to the client 
the services for which he pays, and to make the barrister responsible for his 
neglect or omission to perform them. 

d.) An extension of the share of solicitors in the official appointments 
now almost monopolized by the bar to the exclusion of our rienton. 

The committee appointed sub-committees to obtain evidence to enable 
the committee to report on the various questions (a), (4), (c), and (@). On 
the principal question, ‘‘ Whether it is desirable that this society should 
take any, and if any, what steps towards promoting an amalgamation of the 
two | warm W the committee were of opinion that no satisfactory reply 
could be given to this question in the absence of clear and trustworthy 
evidence as to the practice of foreign countries in relation to the profes- 
sion of the law in those countries. By the courtesy of the consuls and of 
many eminent lawyers in various countries who either directly or through 
the medium of the consuls communicated replies to the queries, the 





committee are enabled to bay betas tho poslets a account of the mode in 
which the legal profession ig cnneeieaieg m countries an 

States of Eumogé, North America, and the Colonies. In addition ped 
detailed accounts, a very curious interesting is given of the 


results of these inquiries, which we reproduce below :— 
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Population in Millions. 
million are counted as a million. 


Numbers under half-a-million are 


* In Victoria and New South Wales the professions are separate. In West Australia, South Australia, and Queensland the professions are united. 


omitted ; 
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Sub-committee No. 1, who were appointed to consider what steps (if 
any) the society should take to promote the absolute right of transfer from 
either branch of the legal profession to the other, and what steps (if any) 
the society should take to promote the extension of the right of audience 
which solicitors already enjoy, presented a report stating the present 
rules in Ireland, Scotland, and England as to transfer from one branch of 
the profession to the other, but made no suggestion on this —e. On 
the second question referred to them, however, after elaborately statin, 
the present right of audience of solicitors in Ireland, England, an 
Scotland, they suggest, ‘‘ for the consideration of the profession whether 
efforts should not be made for the following objects :—First, to have a 
similar right of audience conferred on solicitors in all branches of the 
Supreme Court as at present enjoyed under the provisions of the 
Irish Bankrupt and Insolvent Act, 1857; and, secondly, that the English 
system, as regards interlocutory applications in the common law division, 
should be extended to Ireland—viz., that all interlocutory applications 
should, in the first instance, be decided by the master, with an appeal to the 
judge. They add: In drawing these observations on the second query to a 
conclusion, your committee would remind the profession that there really 
exists no substantial reason why a more extended right of audience to our 
profession should not now be granted. Solicitors of the present day are 
well-educated men, trained in legal matters, who have passed through 
difficult examinations before they obtained admission to the roll of solici- 
tors. That they are considered equal to the occasion has been recognized 
by the Legislature in the Bankruptcy as well as the Land County Court 
Acts, and experience has shown that no loss has resulted to the public by 
the exercise of the solicitor’s right of audience, but, on the contrary, it is 
evident that a great saving would be effected in every instance if solicitors 
could move motions and applications without the intervention of counsel.”’ 

Sub-committee No. 2, who were appointed to consider what steps, if 
any, the law society should take to promote an extension of the share of 
solicitors in the official appointments now almost monopolized by the bar, 
to the exclusion of the solicitors’ profession, present in their report 
elaborate lists of tbe appointments, judicial and administrative, to which 
barristers and solicitors in Ireland are eligible, with the salaries attached 
to them respectively, distinguishing them into four classes—viz. :—(a.) 
Those to which barristers alone are eligible ; (4.) those to which solicitors 
alone are eligible ; (c.) those to which barristers and solicitors are eligible ; 
(4.) those to which barristers, solicitors, and other persons are eligible. 
They suggest that the offices of recorders, county court judges, and 
Dublin police magistrates should be = to practising solicitors as well 
as to barristers; that barristers and solicitors alone should be eligible for 
the position of resident magistrate, and that the appointment of receiver 
should be open to solicitors. It appears that in Ireland solicitors are not 
appointed as receivers without special direction of the judge. 

Sub-committee No. 3, who were appointed to consider what steps (if 
any) the Law Society should take in promoting a reform of the regula- 
tions of the bar, so as to secure to the client the services for which he 
pays and to make the barrister answerable for his neglect or omission to 
perform the same, report as follows :— 

‘*Your sub-committee report that they have given this question grave 
and anxious consideration. They have been referred to the arguments in 
Hansard’s Debates on the Bill to enable the barrister to sue for his fees, 
stated to have been brought into the House of Commons last year. They 
have searched Hansard’s Debates for the years 1881, i882, 1883, and 
1884; they can find no such Bill, nor any arguments in reference to it 
or to any cognate subject. Your sub-committee are of opinion that the 
interests of the public and of their own profession will be better served 
by the maintenance of the friendly intercourse and relations between the 
two professions rather than that our profession should endeavour to adopt 
«ny hostile position, such as is indicated by the question submitted to us, 
although individual cases of hardship do arise from time to time. Your 
sub-committee cannot see in what manner the services of the bar can be 
secured to the client in any more efficient manner than they are at the 
present time. In considering the question somewhat critically, it 
naturally divides itself into two parts—first, what are the services referred 
to for which the client is stated to pay? second, what is the supposed 
regligence or omission? Now, with reference to the first, the inuendo 
conveyed is that the barrister undertakes to devote his whole time to the 
consideration of his client’s case while the trial or motion is being heard. 
That this is not what the client pays for is obvious. Can he 
expect, for a small fee, sometimes of two or three guineas, to engage 

for as many hours, or perhaps for an entire day, the services of a 
man of high position, education, and ability? No doubt he fre- 
quently secures these services for apparently an inadequate considera- 
tion, tt this cannot be said to the contract. The next 
part —viz., ‘to make the barrister answerable for his omission 
or neglect to perform the same.’ It is submitted that no benefit could 
come to our profession by raising with the other profession this issue of 
negligence. It could only mean what is stated in reference to the other 
branch of the question—namely, that the requirement of the client is to 
have the undivided services of the barrister for an inadequate considera- 
tion. The system adopted in this country of employing two senior 
counsel in cases of importance acts remarkably well. Generally speak- 
ing, the counsel arrange between themselves the conduct of the case in 
court, that one of them shall examine the witnesses, one of them open the 
case, and one reply. Hitherto, before the passing of the Judicature Act, 
it was possible for counsel to attach themselves to particular courts. But 
under the present Judicature Act, apart altogether from the great falling 
off in business, no such system could be adopted. The fusion which has 
taken place by the operation of the statute as well as by the exigencies 
of society, in law and equity, render such a course practically impossible. 
We find cases heretofore exclusively applicable to the Court of Chancery 


adjudicated upon in the common law divisions, and questions heretofore 
exclusively attachable to the common law courts now adjudicated upon 
in the Chancery Division. Your sub-committee have been informed that 
the Attorney-General for England has recently laid down a rule in regard 
to counsels’ fees in cases in which they do not attend the trial or hearing 
—namely, that the fee should be returned, less by such portion of it as 
would be sufficient remuneration on a case for directions. The only 
practical suggestion your sub-committee would offer is that the bar 
should be requested to nominate some members of their body to confer with 
the Law Society to consider, and, if possible, formulate some plan by which 
the grievances complained of might be remedied, if not removed, at 
which conference the English Attorney-General’s note might be dis- 
cussed. Several suggestions have been made for the consideration of 
your sub-committee, but they cannot recommend the adoption of any of 
them.”’ ’ 

Upon consideration of these reports, the following resolutions were 
passed by the committee :— 5 : 

1, That this committee is of opinion that it is undesirable that steps 
should be taken by the Incorporated Law Society to promote an amalga- 
mation of the- professions of barrister and solicitor. ‘ ; 

2. That it is desirable this society should take active steps to bring 
about the following reforms :— 

(a.) An absolute right on the part of each member of both professions 
of not less than five years’ standing to an immediate transfer from one 
profession to the other, subject only to the applicant passing such an 
examination as will insure adequate knowledge to qualify him for the 
profession to which he desires to be transferred. ni 

(o.) An extension of the right of audience which a solicitor at present 
possesses in the High Court of Justice by conferring on him the right to 
act as an advocate in all business in chambers, as fully as he is at present 
entitled under the Irish Bankruptcy Act, 1857, to act in all business in the 
Court of Bankruptcy; also a power to move all ex parte applications in 
court, and to act as an advocate in all actions when the sum sued for does 
not exceed £50. ? + 

(c.) Au extension of the right of audience which a solicitor at present 
possesses in defending mer by enabling him in all criminal cases 
to address the jury and to act as an advocate in every other respect. 
To enable two solicitors to appear and act for the same prisoner or 
prisoners. . : 

(d.) An extension of the like right of audience in the court of the 
Land Commission, recorder’s court, and county courts, and petty sessions 
courts, by enabling two solicitors to appear and act for the same client in 
the same case. 

(e.) To open to solicitors the appointments of recorder, county court 
judge, police or resident —— receiver and liquidator, and to 
exclude from the position of police or resident magistrates, and registrars 
of any court or judge, all persons who are not members of either 
profession. f ; 

(f.) To exclude barristers from being appointed in any department to 
the office of solicitor. apn 
(g.) Inasmuch as inconvenience and loss are frequently inflicted on 
suitors and our profession by the failure of barristers to appear, or by 
reason of their inadequate attendance on cases in which they have been 
retained, the bar should be requested to nominate some members of their 
body to confer with the Council of the Law Society to consider, and, if 
possible, formulate some plan by which the grievances complained of 
might be remedied, if not removed. 

Several dissents are appended to the report. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Wiiu1am Granruam, Q.C., M.P., has been appointed a Judge of 
the Queen’s Bench Division, in succession to Lord Justice Lopes. Mr. 


Justice Grantham is the second son of Mr. George Grantham, of mbe 
Place, Sussex, and was born in 1835. He was educated at King *s College 
School. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Term, 


1863, when he obtained an open studentship, and he is a member of the 
Sonth-Eastern Circuit. is boauns @ Queen’s Counsel in 1877. He was 
M.P. for East Surrey in the Conservative interest from February, 1874, ti'l 
the late general election, when he was returned for the newly-enfran- 
chised borough of Croydon. He is a bencher of the Inner Temple, # 
magistrate for Sussex, and deputy-chairman of quarter sessions for the 
Eastern Division of that county. 


Mr. Harotp Carton Gore Browne, barrister, who has been appointed 
Chancellor of the Diocese of Winchester, in succession to the late Judge 
Charles Sumner, is the eldest son of the Right Rev. Edward Harold 
Browne, D.D., Bishop of Winchester, and was born in 1844. He was 
educated at Rugby and at Emanuel College, Cambridge, where he 

duated as a senior optime, and also in the second class of the Classical 
Tripos in 1867. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary 
Term, 1871, and he is a member of the Western Circuit. 


Mr. Cuartes Apsueap Loxton, of Walsall and Cannock, has been 
appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at Walsall. Mr. Loxton was 
admitted a solicitor in 1878, 

Mr. Tuomas Banctay, barrister, has been created a Knight of the 
Order of the Legion of Honour in France. Mr. Barclay is the eldest son 
of Mr. George Barclay, barrister, and was born in 1853. He is English 
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legal adviser in Paris to the Suez Canal Company, and secretary to the 
erik Chamber of Commerce at Paris. 

Mr. Epwarp Boasz, solicitor, of St. Ives and Hayle, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Hayle Local Board. 

Mr. Lzonarp James Maron, solicitor (of the firm of Mackrell, Maton, 
& Godlee), of 21, Cannon-street, has been appointed Secretary to the 
Thomas Carpenter Charities, on the resignation of his partner, Mr. John 


Mackrell. 

Mr. Courtenay Perecrine Insert, barrister, has been created a Com- 
panion of the Order of the Star of India. Mr. Ilbert is the eldest son of 
the Rev. Peregrine Arthur Ilbert, and was born in 1841. He was 
educated at Marlborough College, and was successively scholar and 
fellow of Balliol College, Oxford. He graduated first class in Classics in 
1864, and he obtained the Hertford Scholarship in 1861, the Ireland 
Scholarship in 1862, the Craven Scholarship in 1864, and the Eldon Law 
Scholarship in 1867. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter 
Term, 1869, and he formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. He 
was lecturer on the law of real property to the Incorporated Law Society in 
1881, and he was, from 1879 till 1882, counsel to the Education Depart- 
ment. He was appointed legal member of the Council of the Governor- 
General of India in 1882. 


Mr. Sreruzen Hersert Garry, Attorney-General of the Leeward 
Islands, has been appointed Attorney-General of the Island of Trinidad. 
Mr. Gatty is the third son of the Rev. Alfred Gatty, D.D., vicar of 
Ecclesfield, Yorkshire. He was educated at Merton College, Oxford, and 
he was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 
1874. He formerly practised on the North-Eastern Circuit, and he was 
appointed Attorney-General of the Leeward Islands in 1883. 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 

Joun Henry James, Evcenz Wason, and Romer WIt.1aMs, solicitors, 
62, Lincoln’s-inn-fields (Williams, James, & Waron). Dec. 31. 

CuarLes WALTER and Joun Duruam, solicitors, Kingston-upon-Thames, 
and 55 and 56, Chancery-lane, London (Walter & Durham). Dec. 31. 

(Gazette, Jan. 1.] 

Henry Hottanp Burne and Ernest Wattace Rooks, solicitors, Bath. 
Dec. 31. 

Joun Moy Evans and Epwin Davies, solicitors, Swansea (Evans & 
Davies). Dec. 31. 

Cuartes CHAMPIon, JAMEs FREDERICK Rosinson, Epmunp Pootg, and 
Cuartes Gone Cxamprion, solicitors, Moira-chambers, 17, Ironmonger- 
lane, London, and at Eastbourne (Champions, Robinson, & Poole). 
Dec, 31. (Gazette, Jan. 5.] 











LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The usual weekly meeting was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, on Tuesday last; Mr. Lithiby in the chair. The question for 
debate was, ‘‘ That in the opinion of this society the practice of i 
upon criminals severe sentences, on the ground that they had been 
previously convicted for slight offences, was wrong in principle and ought 
to be discontinued.”” The debate was opened in the affirmative by Mr. 
J.D. Crauford, who was followed on the same side by Messrs. Biddell, 
Gorden, and Elmslie, and opposed by Messrs. Rhys, Ward, Cautley, Dodd, 
and Brightman. ‘The opener having replied, the resolution was ne gatived 
by a majority of three. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


At the East Sussex Quarter Sessions held at Lewes, on Tuesday, Mr. E. C. 
Willoughby, addressing Mr. W. Grantham, Q.C., the chairman, said he de- 
sired on behalf of the bar to convey to him their best congratulations upon 
the appointment he had just received as one of her Majesty’s judges. Phe 
appointment was very gratifying to every one in Sussex, and more 
particularly to the Sussex Sessions Bar. He himself had now been a 
member of the Sussex Sessions Bar for twenty-five years, and during the 
whole time he had never heard an angry word pass between the bench and 
the bar. Mr. Grantham, rpm id he had listened with very great 
pleasure indeed to the kind words which had fallen from Mr. Willoughby 
on behalf of the Sussex Sessions Bar, and Mr. Barchard on behalf of the 
Sussex county magistrates. He could sincerely and honestly say that 
there was no one and no body of persons from whom he had received 
congratulations with so much pleasure and heartiness as he did from the 
members of the Sussex Sessions Bar and also from his brother magistrates 
with whom he had been acting now for many years. It was among the 
members of the Sussex Sessions Bar that he commenced his professional! 
career. It was among them he spent the early of his professional 
life, and it was in those ranks that he had learnt, he might say, those arts 
of advocacy which had stood him in such stead since. He had done 
something even more than that. He learnt the first duty of a barrister, 
and that first duty was to act the part of a gentleman. He had always 
endeavoured to act as such all through his life. To those early riva)ries 
that existed between them it was due that he was enabled to take the 


trates, the duties of depaty chairman of the Eastern Division of the county 
of Sussex. It had always been his ambition to be respected by those 
among whom he was likely to pass his life, and it had been to him a great 
source of satisfaction that, in whatever he had been, he had always 
found the same good feeling. Now he left them, he did so with 
a certain degree of pleasure, because it could not be otherwise, as he was 
called to other spheres of duty. But he could not help saying that he 
left them with a certain amount of pain. He should always look back with 
very great pleasure to the time that he had spent in their company. That 
being the last time that he should preside, he could not allow the oppor- 
tunity to without thanking those with whom he had practised. He 
must not forget to thank them for the courtesy that they shown him 
since he had occupied that position, and he complimented them upon the 
way in which they had done their duty. For the young members of the 
bar he was quite certain there could be no school where they could get 
better than among the members of the Sussex Sessions Bar. 
Passing from them, he must not forget one of his own old friends, the 
clerk of the , Mr. F. M and to all other officers of the court 
who had red pees part in the work they had had to do, he tendered his 
thanks for the great courtesy they had always shewn, and for the efforts 
they had always made to ——— their duties with satisfaction. He 


must not forget either the great body of Sussex people, who in the position 
of jurymen now for several years come him to assist the 


magistrates in what was to them often an arduous, irksome, and 

very costly duty. He thanked them all for the kindness shewn him, and 
So henes “—— live, if it pleased God, for many years to render still 
some service to his country. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date. -S Mt Oo V. C. Bacon. XY. 
Mon., Jan. 11 Mr. King Mr. Pemberton Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 
esday ... 12 Farrer ard King 
Wed......... 13 Ward . Pemberton Jackson Farrer 
SP. scouscee 86 Pemberton Ward King 
Friday ...... 15 Clowes berton Jackson Farrer 

Sai y.. 16 Koe Ward Carrington King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
2 Norra. PEARSON. 
Monday, Jan....... ssorvree 11 Mr. Koe Mr. Pugh Mr. Beal 
| oo enema “9 Clowes Lavie Leach 
Koe Pugh Beal 
Clowes Lavie Leach 
Koe Pugh Beal 
Clowes Lavie Leach 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1886, 
coun oy arrel | RET i) 
ap fe 9 seee | Apps the 
Final and interlocrtory appeals from the | Saturday ...16>¢ 1 
thee Bench Division. from the Pro- | Monday ......18 iat 
bate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division ay..-019 


App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 

Wetnetng 29] oatven Eicher ante 
ie on 

(sep list), and apps. from 

general list if required 


(Admiralty), and srom the Queen’s 
Benca Division Sitting in Bankruptcy. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


App. nioins, ex pte—orgnl 
Monday, Janll {ot —and ones. = ords | a . 
e on interlocut mots \ eee Chancery 
g(Interlocutory apps con- Saturday ..23 dome See 
eae : * tinued, and, if necessary, | Monday....25 
y apps from QB Final List | Tuesday....26 
Thursday ..14) Admiralty with ase (To be continued.) 
Friday vans} , on ay, Jan 
Saturday... 16 ) 14 and following days 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Ohancery Court, I. 

V.C. Sin JAMES BACON. 
Mond., Jan 11...Motas. a4j. sums, & gen pa 


2 
Wednesday 18 >General paper. 


Monday ....18 Adwiralty apps, apps from 
Tues» ++++19 the Q B Final List 


Wednesday 20) made on interlocutory mote 
made on 
and also app: from the final 


list if required, 
Thursday ..14 


Thur. vooooedl { EPRe from the Q.B. Final Se ceneil 
Friday, ....15..Mts, sms & gen pa. 
Friday, ......22 | ey, ee G wee rom 8 B Sacurdy....16..Pets, sht. caus. & gen. pa. 


Monday .... 

h cwninl T veeel® 
caer | aii Eo | 

Ph be continued.) Thursdy....31 


Friday, ...... 23...Mots. adj. sumns, & geri. pa 
Sat,...0+0+.33... Pots. sht. causes, 
Appeal Court, II, Monday coos 
Final and interlocutory appeals from the Tuesday.... 
Chancery, and Pro! Divorce, and | Wednesday 27 
i isi bate and Di- | Thursday ...28 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, os 
App motns ex pte—orgnl. | Wednesday 3 General paper. 
Mon., Jan, 112 ™0ms. — apps. from ords one 
i made on interlocutory mots | Friday .... 5...Mtns, adj smas, and gen ps 


(sep list). 
Tuesday ....12 | Gee aet Chancery | Monday.... 8 





position he did, and fulfil, with some satisfaction to his brother magis- 


Interlocutory apps con- | Wed. madd 
° --18 sinned i mecunary, & also | Thurs ....11 
apps from Ohan Gen List Wriday ....13..Mots., adj. sums, & gen pa 











posoues 
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Satrdy ....13..Pets., shtcausss,& gen. pa 


16 
Wednesday 17 General paper 
Thursday . 


vess.19...Motns adj sums, & gen. pa 
y ...20...Pets., sht causes, & gen. pa 


Tuesday ...23 
Wednestay 24 General paper 

day anit -Mots. adj. sums. & gen. pa 
oe mp aa, sht. causes & gen. pa 


Bossy 3 General apr. | 


Thursday... 4 


Fridsy ...... 5...Motns, adj sms, & gen. pa, 
Sasurday oe 6...Pets., sht. caus., & oon pe 
IV. 


“ P 7 —— KAY. 
on., Jan. 11...Motns, adj sums, & gen. pa, 
Tuesday....12 
edaesday 13 } General paper. 

ursday ..14...Motns, adj smns & gen pa. 
Friday ....15..Sitting in chambers 
Saturday ..16 ioe. caus., pets., adj sums, 

& gen. pa. 


Monday....i8 
ZB os . occcee 19 ¢ General r 
Tesps 0} ink 
Thursday ..21..Mtns. adj sums, & - pa. 
Friday, v8 Siting tn chambers ? 
Sht. caus., pet j sums. 

Satardy....23 | 3 “ae 

‘uesday ....26 >General er 
Wed., F-38} ial 

arsday ..28..Mots. a4j sums, & gen. pa. 
Friday ....29..Sitting in chambers . 
Saturday ..30 Sht. caus., pets, adj sums, 


& gen, pa. 
Mon., Feb. : 
Tuesday.... General 8 
Wea, y 2} pap2r 


Thursday .. 4..Mtes. adj sums. & gen. pa. 

Friday .... 5..Siting tn chemben r 

Satardy,.... 6} + ty pets, adj sums. 
ps. 


Soatens-< 8 

uesday ... 9) General a 
Welh....0s.csiccl® eta 
Tharsday ..11 .Motns. adj sums, & gen. pa | 
Friday oa chambers | 

§ Sht caus, pets, adj sumns 

Sat scoeceeel3 7 & gen pa “4 . 
Mon ..... . 


15 
Taesday....16 > General paper. 
Tecan th 
---L8..Mtos, adj sums & gen pa 

Priday .....: tty! ia chambers , 

§ Short causes, pets, adj sums 
Saturday ...20 } ood gen pa ’ , 
Teeedey, 138 | Ge 
ay ... neral 
Wednesday | = 
Thursday ...25...Mtns, adj sums & gen pa 
Friday er eee 

¢ Sht. caus.,ptns. adj. sumns 
Saturday ...27 } and g-m pa 


y --. 4..Mots, adj sums & gen ra 
Friday ...... 5..S8itting in chambers , 


Sht caus, pts, acj sms, and 
Saturday ... 6 {Sh ce pts, a0] sms, 


Chancery Court, ITI. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Mon., Jan. 11...Mots. & non wit list 
Tuesdsy ..12 
Wedns. ....13 | on wit list (1st wk) 
Thursd ....14 7 
- | Mtns continued & non wit. 
Priday ....15 i hist 
Pets., sht. caus. adj. sums. 
Setardsy --16 } (procedure), & non wit list 
Monday...... 18..Fur cors & non wit list 
,;, Sees 1 
Wednesday 20} Non wits list (2nd wk) 
Thorsday ..21 
Friday, ...... ee non wit list 
ets, shit. caus, adj. sumne 
Saturdy -...23 Procedure), & non witlist 
Mon. ......25... cons & non wit list 


oo 26 
Ww --27 } Non wit list (3rd wk) 


Friday ---39,-Mas and non "a) list 
. aus, 24] sumns. 
ee 20 f mdi nes aaa 
Mon., Feb. jee ar cons & non wits list 
fy be0e 

Wes. ...... 3) Non wit list (4th wk 
Thursday... af f ) 
Friday, .... wi 9 & non wit list 

‘ets, sht. caus, 24], sumns 
Setardy,.... 6| Procedure ) po toe Be list 
Monday.... o ‘ar coos & non wi: list 


Tuesday ... 

Wednesisy 10 ; Causes with wits (5th wk) 

Thurs. ....11 

Friday iene |e & non wit list 
Fa ets, 8h. Caur, a4j. Sumns 

Set 13 Procedur¢) and non wts list 

Cons and hon wit list 


Wednesday 17 
7°17 | aan with wits (6th wk) 


: Saturday ... 6{ fore sht. caus, adj. sums 


| Wednsdy 2.24 


Friday ....19...Motions an:i non aaj list 

Pets, sht ca smans. 

Setarday ..90 { Procedure) & non wts list 

Monday ....22..Fur cons and non wit list 
Tuesday....23 

Wednesday 24} Causes with wits (7th wk) 
25 


Fr.day .. oo Rees and = list 
§ Pets, causes, adj sums. 
Sat ....-« ee (Prosedure)and non wts list 


Mon., Mar. 1..Fur cons < non wit list 
Tuesdy, .... 3) 

Wednesday. 3 >Causes with wits (8th wk) 
Thursday .. 4) 

Friday, .... 5..Motions and non wits list 





(Procedure) & non wts list 
Chancery Conrt, IT. 
Mas. Justice NORTH, 


Mon., Jan. 11 
Tuesdy, .-212 
ue’ 734 General paper. 
Friday ....1 
Saturday ..16 
Monday ...... 18 
Tues., ...... 19 
} <r General paper 
Friday, ....22 
Saturday ..23 
Mond ......25 
i coves 226 
ma sence 227 
Thursday ..28 General Paper 
Friday ....29 
Bat ...2....30 
Mond., Feb. 1 
er o90eee 2 

ednesday 3 9 
Thor ....2. 42 General paper. 
Friday, - 5 

£ coe 6 


Tuesday +. 9 

WEB s csisccece 10 

Tharsday ..11 General Paper, 
Friday ....12 

Satarday ..13 

Monday 15 

Taesday...... 16 

WEE secese 17(. 

Thars, ....18 ) General paper. 
Friday, ....19 

Saturday ..20 

Monday....22 

Tues., 23 


Friday <...26 


Thursday ..25 General paper. 
RS 


Wednesda: 

Seernaay’. ; General paper. 
Friday .... 5 

Saturday ... 6 


Lord Chancellors Court. 

Mr, Justice PEARSON. 

Mon., Jan. 11..Mtns, & adj sumns 

Taesday ..12 

Wednesday 18 > General paper. 

Thursday ,,14 

Soames. 4 +eeel5..Motae, & adj. sams. 
a.urday ..16..Sht. caus, pets. adj. sumns, 

Monday ...... 18> z , 


TUS. evseee ro General paper. 


S eeeece 


Thursday ..21 
Friday, ....22,. Mots. & adj, sumns 

Saturday ..23.,.Sht. caus, pets. adj. sumas, 
Mon. ......25) 
Tuesdy,....26 { 
Wednsday..27 { 
Th 28) 


Satey eine a. & adj. sums. 
big coccecces . Sht. caus., petns, adj, sums 
Mond., Feb. 1 rine 
Tuerdy,.... 2 
Wednesday 3 
Thursd .... 4 
—. ove —— & adj. sums. 
turday .. 6..8ht. caus., pets., adj. sums 
Monday .... 8 Sahil 
Weds 27.22.10 ¢ Se0eral paper. 
Thursday ..11 
os Soest -emuations @ oft. samme 
b sececesel3..BRt ca ts, & adj smns, 
Monday ......15 many 
Weleesiay'It General Paper 
Thursday ...14 
Hee soos Eo Maine and adj sms 
turdey ...20,.9nt caus, pts, & adj sms 
Monday....32 7™ ue 
Tuesday...... 23 G 
Wednesday 24 ¢ Seneral paper 
Thursday ...25 
Friday ...26...Mins and adj ems 
Satardsy .,.27...Sat caus, pts, & adj ams 


General paper. 


General paper. 


Mon., Mar. I 

Kuesday ... 20 

Wednesday 3 seneral paper. 
Thur day .., 4 


Friday ..ee 5...Mtnsand adj sms 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1886. 


Spreciat NoricE.—Queen’s Bench Final UT in Court I., and Chancery 
a (General List) in Court II., will taken as usual during Hilary 

ittings. 

Queen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals in Court I., and Chancery Interlocutory 
Appeals in Court II., will also be taken as usual, every Wednesday, during the 
Sittings. Bankruptcy Appeals also, as usual, on Fridays in Court I. 

Appeals from the Lancaster Palatine Court, which have been passed over in 
the General List, will be taken in Court II. on Thursday, January 14th, and again 
on the first Thursday in the following months during the Sittings, namely :— 
Thursday, February 4th, Thursday, March 4th, and Thursday, ry lst. 

The Admiralty Appeals (with Assessors) will be takea in Court I. on Thursday, 
January 14th, and following days. 

APPEALS FOR HEARING. 
(Set down to January 2nd, inclusive.) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


For Hearing. 
(General List.) 

Wood (trading as Jno Wood & Son) v Lambert, and In re Trade Mark No 6277 
registered by plts app of Charles Lambert and ors, dfts, in action from refusal 
of Mr Justice Pearson to rectify =. (pt hd Dec 18 by Lords Justices 
Lindley, Fry & Lopes)—to proceed Jan 11, after Interlocutory Appeals 

Boagiovanni v La Societe Generale app of defts from judgt of V C Bacon (cay 
Dec 3, present Lords Justices Lindley, Fry & Lopes—mentioned on one point, 
Dec 5—to be in paper on Jan 12, for production of books and exam of witnesses 


1884. 
Hammond v Lord Ashburton app of deft from judgt of V C Bacon Nov 19 
(S O till appln made to hear app) 
The Witham (Essex) Local Board of Health v Oliver app of deft from Mr 
Justice Pearson Dec 15 1985 


Ingold v Powell app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Kay Jan 16 
Georgina Weldon v W H Weldon app of plt from judgt of V C Bacon Feb 16 
Dreyfus, Bros, & Co v Peruvian Guano Co app of dfts fron judgt of VC 
Bacon March 4 4 
In re appln of Price’s Patent Candle Co 1d No 40,018 & Patent Designs, & Act 
“pp of the Co from refusal of Mr. Justice Pearson to register [rade Mark 
ar 19 
Societe Generale de Paris v Dreyfus Bros & Co app of defts Dreyfus Bros & Co 
from order of Mr. Justice Pearson Aprill 
The Mutual Life Assce Society v Langley & ors app of deft Chas Langley from 
judgt of foreclosure by Mr Justice Pearson Apr 24 
Shorrock v Darwen Paper Mills Cold app of deft Co from judgt of Mr Justice 
North May 4 
Griffin v Keates app of pit from judgt of dismissal of V C Bacon May 13 
Reid v Reid app of deft Geo Reid from judgt of Mr Justice North May 16 
Ashby & Cov Day app of defts from judgt of V C Bacon May 16 
In re Maria Elizabeth Anstis deceased Chetwynd v Morgan Morgan v Chet- 
ag of Sir George Chetwynd from judgts of V C Bacon in both actions 
ay 
{n re Sir Jno Trevelyan Bart Trevelyan v Trevelyan app of plt from refusal 
of Mr Justice Pearson to allow felling timber & May 19 
Hon F A Montagu v Earl of Sandwich construction of will and settlement app 
of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Pearson May 21 
Noyes v Pollock app of defendants Pollock & ors from part of judgt of Mr 
ustice Pearson—and of plt from other part cf same judgt—and applas of 
applts for leave to adduce further evidence on apps May 22 
Scotney v Lomer app of pit from ju‘gt of Mr Justice North May 29 
In re The Lion Life Insurance Co ld in liquidation & Co’s Acts and Life Assce 
Co’s Acts app of J W Atkinson (a creditor) from order of V C Bacon June 2 
In re Sir C W C de Crespigny, dec Sir C C de Crespigny v F J C de Crespigny 
app of pit from Mr Justice Pearson refusing to authorize trustees to raise money 
under power June 3 
In re W Haseldine, dec Grange v Sturdy app of dfts from order of Mr Justice 
Kay declaring failure of gift June 22 
In re J Hubback, dec The International Marine Hydropathic Co ld (on behalf 
&c) v Hawes and anr app of dfts from order of V C Bacon on fur con June 26 
In re The Vron Colliery Co and Co’s Acts (appla of W Low and Paris Bkg Co 
ld) app of Official Liquidator of the Vron Co from order of V C Bacon J une 29 
loss omar v Mayor, &c, of Burslem app of plt from judgt of VC Bacon 
une 
Nicol vy Nicol app of plt from jadgt of Mr Justice North July 2 


(Zo be continued.) 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY nee ae ceeded DIVISIONS, 
or t. 


udgmen 

Selous and anr v Wimbledon Local Board app of plts from jadgt of Mr Justice 
Denman at trial in Middlesex (c a v June 23—present Master of Rolls and 
Lords Justices Baggallay and Bowen) 

W Ford & Son v The Met and Met District Ry Co app of dfts from Mr Justice 
pey (ca v Dec 17, present, Master of Rolls and Lords Justices Cotton and 

wen. a 

Witham v Kershaw and ors opp of dfte from jdgt of Mr Justice Mathew (c a Vv 
Dec 18, present, Master of Rolls and Lords Justices Cotton and Bowen) 


For Hesring. 
Mason and snr v Ashton Gas Co app of dft Co from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew 
at trial in Middlesex without @ ja ‘eb 20 
Noah vy Owen app of dft from tne Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Cave re- 
fusing new trial—action tried by Mr Justice Denman in Middlesex (transferred 
to final list by order) June 1 (5S O until appointment of trustee in bkcy 
Coateworth v Johnson app of pit from judgt of Baron Huddleston at triai June 19 





Saturday .., 6,,.8ht caus, pts, &adj sme } 





(Validity of Contract—return of Deposit) The Nottingham Patent Brick Co v 
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~Batler of aft from judgt of Mr Justice Wills at trial in Middlesex without Baldock v rant Traneferred tre from J J ations ~% Chitty, 
tjury June 20 ; InreThs Lonion Poh Markat & 0» Trial earing 
Beaghton | v oxi be eB ON of dfts from jdgt of Justices itv of td and Wills on adj su oul Sty oder dated Lat ep | Aon 1885. 
June Oe Meryuant Societe) oo In're M Brows, Brown v Fairbrother, wake ‘Co ld v Rob ” aot 
Canning v set ite (Chairman of Sun Life Assuran: ) app of of pit from jdgt of adj s Sayer, Oe Preston v Pallwood Local 
a, P = ¢ — in Middlesex with a poe A ny jury setting as de claim on a | In re } all Same v Same adj sum Board 


June 26 
the pales eatry of St Luke, rae v The Regent’s Canal, City, and Docks Ry 
€o appl of dft Co from * aang Baron Pollock and Mc Justice Maaisty on 
motion for jdgt June 2 
The Queen on prosecution iF SJ Hooleyv The Licensing Justices for Pirehill 
Porth, " ‘ of Stafford (Q B Crown — appl of = from jist sf of 
Justices Fi Manisty setting aside verdict for plt on mandamus 

(Over issue of t Debentare Stock) The Whitehaven Joint Stock Banking Co v Sir 
BJ Reed and ore app of dit Pearce from judgt of Mr int? Cave at trial 
without costs—also Pei dft Goodson from same judgt July 7 

em = y= Low & Co¥ Vigors app of deft from judgt of Me Justice Day after 
trial 

Thorman 30 Burt and ors f hte dfte from a of Mr Justice Grove on claim and 
Sibel) Gran “Vatee of pit it trom fad f£ Mr Justice Hawkins at trial i 
Libel tv Yates a t j of Mr ce Haw! at in 

ee with a special, Nery 

36 & 37 Viot o 48, s 26 in roan arpa “othe Ralway Comms, of Messrs James 
gat yh whe gp QB Crown of Mesers 
i ae Co on : — Manisty Wills reversing oon of Ry Commrs 
on 8 case July 

Evans v Price ty of an from jdgt of Mr Justice Grove at trial in Middlesex 
without a jury oly as 

= ‘Newcastle Steamship Indemnity Assoc v Nicholson & anr appl of dfts from 

t of Mr Justice Mathew at trial at Newcastle July 27 
Mayhew ew Vv es rFary 30 &Co ld appl of dfts from part of jdgt of Me 
ills ‘at ul 

De Mattes & Co v The Great ‘aa Steamship Co app of plt from jdgt of Mr 
Justice Stephen at trial A ane ¢ 

Garofa & anr (trading as Garcia & Co) v The New Malden Local Board of Health 

pl of plts from jdzt of Mr Justice Hawkins at trial witha jury Aug 
Spafford v Seckham appl of dft from jdgt of Baron Pollosk at at Eciesster 


xe Assignment, under 13 Elizo5 Halmshaw v The M S & L Ry Co 
“— of dfts from jdgt of Baron Pollock at trial at Lincoln Aug 7 


(Zo be continued.) 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY nd ong 
Hixary SirrTines 
Causes for Trial or teachig. 
(Set down to January 2nd, inclusive.) - 

Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days, as stated 
in the Hilary Sittings Paper: 

Causes with and without Witnesses will be taken by Vice-Chancellor Bacon on 
the usual Cause days in the order as they stand in the Cause Book. 

Mr. Justice Kay will take Witness Causes on the ordinar Cause daya until 
further order; his Lordship will sit ia Chambers on every Friday during the 
Sittings. 

oy Justice Chitty will take Witness Causes on the following es 
February 9, 10, 11, 16, 17, 28, 24, 26 ; Merch 2, 3, 4 B! +" its 16, 7 and is. 

Mr. Justice Pearson will take Witness Causes on be named by his 
Lordehip at the commencement of the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice North will take Witness Causes every ing in the order as they 
stand in the Cause Book. 

Adjourned Rumqenene wy will be ane as follows :— Vice-Chancellor Bacon, on 
Fridays and Saturdays Justice Kay, on Thursdays and Saturdays ; Mr. 
Justice Chitty, with Nea- Wines Actions. = 

ry B.—Mr. Justice Pearson will take Adjourned Summonses as follows :—Class 

, with siete, = Fridays ; Classes II. and IIE., in oe Non- Witness List ; 
Ohes 1V., on 2s and Saturdays. For. desori of each Class see notice 
issued by his Sy s Chiet Clerks, dated May 1, 884. 

SPECIAL Novite:t-By: Order dated December 22 19st, Seventy Witness 
Actions were transferred to Mr. Justice —— for Hearing only—viz., 
20 from Mr. Justice Kay ; 20 from Mr. Justice Chitty ; 30 from Mr. ustice 
Pearson. : 

Before Vice-Chancellor BAcon. 
Causes for irial (with witnesses and 

without witnesses). 
Blackburne v Swire = of law 
Winter v Ind Coope & Co act wits 
v Farley act wits 


Epthoven v Moz act wits 
In re Neal Weston v Neal act wits 
ohpson, Rooeroft vy Johnson m fj | Pease, Bart v Pattinson 
Viswant’ Ont Cardwell v Tomlinson aot Pope v Blend Pope ¥ Pope act 
(Zo be continued.) 
Lewis v Bence act 


In re Wain, Wain v Lovett act wits 
Williams vy Pawson & Co ld act 


se London Celluloid Co ld act 
Perkins v Davis act 


Norton'v Norton act wits 
Brushfield v Plant act wits 
Rushbrooke 


Before Mr. Jastice Kay. 


Woolnough v Trescott act & m fj Causes for Trial (with witnesses.) 
Morgan v Last act wits In re Stainsby met v Stainsby act 
Harvey v Harvey act wits Harper v B 

ray Vv Bart Jobe mf ke v Mid ay 

ota Ba v ar 9 act nh hd (Feb 9) 

rice y Bri Ward v Lyon act 

—— v Dokese ees Setis Banpeores v Seekamp A 

ee oe T. Sith Weller v Smith Devengersy taecay 9 


Buta v bad act wits Sack v Parker act 
West v Leth neal Elliott v Bengal Central Ry Co act 


Silt se omy Colinantigg on act 


Whitehell &c Soc v Harrison act 
Cartis vy Hoadley act 
re dnlph & Co v Carter act & 


aus gorott act 

Trastees of C B peg = Ad Peard act 
vel ilkinson & Howlett act and 
m 


Duprey v Wonters act 
Studdert v Grosvenor act 
act 


(To be wa. Lal ) 





Before Mr. Justice Cutty. 

Non-witness Causes, one Sum- 

monses and Special Cases. 

Penon v Cutfield mf j 

In Hollingbourne Paper Cold (Har- 
jur’s 


In re Thames and Channel tae 
rk pred Co adj sms of Off 


spit v T Price (Expte Pltff) adj 
orev Algar (2) adj sumns of deft t 


In re pe and North-West Africa 
Co ld (Lomberg’s case) case) “fj eemee 

In re Shearman artman Vv 
Shearman ~ 

In re —s Setilemeat Trust Gordon 
v Lyall of) cunts 

Brandreth v Kirby adj sumns 

In re Lord Chesham’s 

sumns 

Bowman v Tillett act 

In Y. Cc —., Estate Wright v 

Horne adj sum 

Rolls v 8. E. Ry Co act 

In re Jno Ttenty's Eo Estate Tandy v 


Estate adj 


Frankcom 
Merchant Bkg Co of London v Lon & 
Hanseatic Bk ld act 


Chapman v Wright act 

In re French Date Coffee Cold Expte 
Grimwade adjd sumas 

In re Same Co. Ex pt Boyes adj sums 

Coulthurst v Davies act & mf j 

Richards vy Coventry woomnti 

Beddington v Deuchmann adj sums 

Ia re Karl of Senieeme, decd, Adye 


v Harrington 
ad re Batnesscne’s “0 
Ce, lmd (Henderson’s Praia) add 


teaeel re P: > eat, &e ae 
ciety '( +4 H H Grove 
= adj : sums 

"5 Estate, Pickering v 


sums 
ont 8 Will, Savd- 


os v Girling adj same action) adj 
ey re Farmer, dec, Bassett v Farmer 
(To be continued.) 


Before Mr. Justice NorTH. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
v Lewis Mertayr &c Co act 
2e 3 Hi v Lambert act 
ter v ae 
Powell v Cobb 
In re Matthews “Hider v Powell act 
to be mentioned 
ecv Toms act 
well v Trower = 
Paske v Rictered 
London & Wate fo Go v Partridge act 
Sut) Bol 
Pilley v d Invest Co act 
Benham v Irviae ne As | 








In re Nation ation ¥ Hamilton act | K Rent Guaraniog Soo t 
wits me Bowyer at & m Fe * 


act 
Symonds v Oity Bank, ld act 
Verney v Thomas act 
Robertson v Hartopp act 
Siemens Bros v Lord Elphinstone act 
Lewis v Baskerville act 
Leitch v Abbott act 
Cosh v Martin as (rotten 
Hall v Traman, H 


Vevers v Green 
Williams ¥ Peel so &c, Co act & 


Babbaye v Lyle act 

Briar, infants v Barker act 

Turabam v Garrett, Whitaker & Co 
act 


(To be continued.) 


Before Mr. Justice PEARSON. 
Causes for Trial with witnesses). 
Mayor of Kidwellyv Morgan Richardson 
In re Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882 Horn v Horn adj smns (appln 
am. J Horn) 

In re Same Same v Same adj smns 
sae of dft) 

Kerr v Gandy act 

Walker vy Elmslie act 
Easton v London & Joint Stock Bk act 
Se v Tanner a lS 


lave Young's Kot Rotate D Doggett v Revett 


T = Hearne x 

v Hunt 

5 Cc S co v Worswick 
apy Colliery Co 

ee 


Thomas v Doughty = 
Gaya v Besipett at 

a: ac 
pas 7 ee 

ones Vv 
Norman ¢ Liardets, &, Co act 
Howard v Palmer act 





Clark v Bray act 
(To be continued.) 
Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and a ummons (Classes 
IL. and III.) 


Arnold v Allen act 
Carnochan v Ireland act 


— Cooper v Cooper adj 


Soen Cente ome ¥ Suge 
eee Se 

Brown v Te sg ge 

In re Scott Wilson v Crossley act 
‘re Bickers 

In re Bi Bickers v mee spc 
Poise Dgsever y Sentans 

Moses v 

Saul v Pattinson. the elder act 

In re Wilson Wilson v Crosse adj 


emns 

Ia re Price Ferguson v Price adj 
smns 

In re Roberts Kiff v Roberts adj 
smnus 

Im’ re Goodchild Goodchild vy Good- 
child adj smns 

Ia re Rothwell Burton vy Adamson 
adj smns 

In re Chawner Chaplin v Chawner 

emns 

In reBaker Rucker v Borradaile adj 
enns 

Inre Ivory Chippendale vIvory adj 
smns | 

In re Woodman Woodman v Clutter- 
buck adj emns 

Adie v Collins m fj 

Tu re Whiteley Dalley v Topham ad 
smns 

In re P: Pyrke v James adj sums 

a 7 ad) 


Ia re Tred 

smnt 
In re Old Pengelley v Herbert adj 
evans 





f (Te be continued.) 
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THE NORTHERN CIRCUIT. ee ey, Oe ee ee ee 
The following are the arrangements made by the judges for holding the ewe stint EE, Gay, Jone. ‘Wotem and Oo, Bawaiaay 


ensuing winter assizes on the Northern Circuit, viz.—the commissions will 
be opened at Appleby on Monday, Jan. 11; at Carlisle on Thursday, Jan. 
14; at Lancaster on Thursday, Jan. 21; at Manchester on Monday, Jan. 
25; and at Liverpool on Saturday, Feb. 6. Business will begin at each 


place on the day next after commission day at 11 o’clock, unless — 
ordered. 


may be entered with the associate at his office, 1 

Chapel-street, Preston, or at the district registries during office hours, at 
any time before the commission day, or at the court-house on the com- 
porn day after the commission has been opened, and on the following 
be 4 up to the time of the sitting of the court. The trial of special juries 
begin at Manchester on Friday, Jan. 29, and at Liverpool on 
Thureday, Feb. 11, at the sitting of the court at each place, unless 
otherwise ordered. e associate’s fees must be paid in Judicature 
stamps. Where a cause in the list has been settled, immediate notice 
thereof must be given to the deputy associate by the party who entered it. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-OP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock Susmenene. 
IN CHANCER 
RosHEEVILLE Horet Company, Luoorep.—Kay, J., tes fixed Tuesday, Jan 12 at 
12, at his = tw ad Royal Courts, for the appointment of an official li Pat 
an. 1 


BRaTsSBERG CopPprEE ComMPaNny, LOOITED.—Petition for winding up, yale Dec 
7, directed to be heard oid Kay, J.,on Jan 16. Lee, New inn, Strand, solici- 


can for the petitioner 
ENGLISH AND oe PuBLIc Works Company, LisiTeD.—Petition for winding 

+. oo 6, directed to be heard before Pearson, J., on Saturday, Jan 
16. Munns and eee Old Jewry, petitioners in perso: 
JoHN BUcKTROUT, > | —Petition for winding up, presentgd Jar Jan 4, directed 
to be heard before Kay, J., on aw, Jan 16, d ‘Williams, 
Bank the peti 

[ Gazette, Jan. 5.) 


bidgs, solicitors for 
Socretres D1sso: 
bey -#-, MIDDLESEX PROVIDENT AND FRIENDLY SOUEEY, Bedfont, Middlesex. 


FRIENDLY 
(Gazette, Jan. 1.) 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE M 


MONTHs. 
Com WELL Lopez, No. 1, Pg a | United Order of Odd Fellows, Rising 
pen ane ary, York. Dee 
ND FRIENDLY BENEFIT Society, Vestry Room, ren Methodist 
Conheamay pi the Queen st, Hemel Hempstead, Hertford. Dec 30 
INTEGRITY — ASSURANCE AND SIcK BENEFIT SOCIETY, 35, Wellington st, 


Strand. 
Pur Bsgwyerit Society, Bridge End Inn, Newtown, Mentgomery. 
Norro.tk Hero Lopez, 527, Nottingham Ancient Im el Vetted Coder f Odd 
? HonGE, ting! cien ts) 


Caistor, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk. 
‘Gucci Jan. 1.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Davmxonp, Jous Wi1s0s FeNwicx, Union st. Southwark, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb1. Parker v Drummond, Kay, J. Ratcliff, Bisho: sgate st, Within 
Moss, Epwix, Wallsden, Lancaster, Schoolmaster. an 25. Cryer v Moss, 
.J. Sutcliffe, Hebden Bridge, Yorkshire 


ltepeate, Jonx, N t. Jan 15, Redgat Marriott, Kay, J. 
Puree end'Gs, Nosesghans “Sn om Redento v Mariott, Key, 
22. 


(Gazette, Dec. 
CHarmas, Jouy, Hall, near Wood , Suffolk, ik, Eaq. Jan 14. Emanuel 
ouseman. Hay on st, torey’s Ga 
Lapest, Tuomas, Birkenhead, eam Owner. Jan 30. , — aS Bacon, 


urton, 
nance oe Little Horton, Bradford, Tobacco Merchant. Jan 30. Water- 
house v Parker, Bacon, V.C. 'Wateon, Bradford ‘ord " ” 
' Gazette, Dec. 25.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 + ae CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM 


AyNntING, Joux Hewry, Cardiff, Shipowner. Jan 9. —_— and Scott, Cardiff 
ATHILL, RICHARD, Pownall rd, Dalston, Gent. Feb 1. Angell and Co, Gres- 


st 
maxes, Wiis, Pitsea, Essex, Farmer. Jan 25. Woodard and Co, Billiter 
Beavcuaxmp, Lovisa, Hurst, Berks. Jan 27. Hores and Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn 
Bexserr, Lucy CaTHERtse, Balsall Heath, Worcester. Jan7. Price and Son, 








Lyons, France. Jan 31. wy Gray’s inn sq 
Bre, be, Bucki that Ms 
Bw Paoxas, His Ww yoom' uckingham, nufacturer, Jan 14. 


Oowae We Mir, Crewe, Chester, Beerhouse ver. Jan22. Hill, Crew 
CunsIxonax, SvsaswaH Kipp, Southsea. eb 1. Edgecombe and Co, Port- 


wa 

Daseus, Paawces, Horsell, Surrey, Gent. Jan 21. Capron and Sparkes, 

DvxsvrY, AxrpxEew, Bury, Lancaster, Paper Manufacturer. Feb. Sale and 
Mason, Barton upon 


Co, 
mye, Sanan, Rotherham, Yorkshire. March 1 
Haddelsey, Caistor 
Broomwood rd, Wandsworth Common, Esq. 


¥ Jous, Grasby, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 1. 

Gorz. Hesreit, Feb 1, 
South a4, Gray's inn 

a Wy wMUSD, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Wine Merchant. Jan 21. Seppings 


ilkin, Ly 
HABVSY, 64RAH, Penzance, Cornwall. Feb %, Kingsford and Uo, Canterbury 


Burnett, Thomas, Heighington, nr Darli m, 


Chilvers, Joseph, and Albert John 


> 


s Bradtord Acuiog, Bradford, York, Merchant. Feb 27. Killick and Qo, 


ARTHUR FREDERICK Cyrit, Shoalhaven, New South Wales. Feb 1, 
eckham and Co. Knight Rider st 

, Brighton, Carpenter. Feb 20. Woods and Dempster, Brighton 

PHER, Southend, Essex, Corn Factor. Jan 25. Woodard and Qo, 


DANIEL, Membiden, Southampton, Yeoman. Feb 8. Moberly and 

Warton, Southampto 

Staff-Susgeon amy, ge Her Majesty’s ship “Dragon.” March %, 
Hallett, Craven st, Charin Ss 
MULLINGTON, Marky, Little Tew, Oxford. Jan 2. Coggins, Deddington 
PAFFARD, SARAH, Portsea, Hants. Feb1. Bolitho, Portsea 
RaNDELL, ane ANN, Fremington, Devon. Jan 15. Bencraft and Bosson, 

Barnste staple 
RICKERBY, WILLIAM, Harrogate, York, Gent. Jan 24. Richardson and Byron, 


te 
Roexss. Exiza, Brentwood, Essex. Jan30. Hillearysand Layard, Fenchurch 


Saxrson, CHARLES TROUGHTON, Grange rd, Bermondsey, Oil and Colour Man. 
Jan 2%. Lockyer, High st, Deptford 

TARRANT, ARTHUB DANIEL, Clarges st, Piccadilly, —"y and Share Dealer. Jan 
30. Lag Smith and Braithwaite, Throgmorto 

THOMPSON, GEORGE, Throphill, nr Mitford, Secknchatent, Retired Farmer, 
Jan 31. Nicholson, Morpeth 


ToMLIN.  Howenstle az upon Tyne. Feb 28. Chartres and Youll, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

WARD, JOSEPH, sen, Leather lane, Fishmonger. Feb1. Roberts, South sq, Gray’s 
inn 

WARD. JOSEPH, jun, New Southgate, Licensed Victualler. Feb 1. Roberts, 


South sq, —_q oF s inn 

WittiaMs, Exiza South Brent, Devon. Jan15. Bickford, Devon 

WRIGHT, JosEPH HoENSBY, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood, Esq. Feb 21. Hubbard 
[ Gazette, Dec. 25.) 


and Co, Cannon st 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


—_— 


BIRTHS. 
HoweELu.—Jan. 2, at No. 6, , Opes Wimpole street, W., the wife of Francis Buller 
Howell, barrister-at-la w, of a daughter. 
KELLY.—Dec. 30, at 25, Upper Phillimore-gardens, W., the wife of John R. Kelly, 
of the Inner Temple, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 
CassELS—ALLAN.—Dec. 29, at Toronto, Canada, Allan Cassels, barrister, of 
Toronto, to Maude, daughter of the Hon. G. W. "Allan, of Moss Park, Toronto. 
CLEGG—BRIGGS.—Dec. 31, at Wosbro’ Dale, Alfred Clegg, solicitor, Barnsley, to 
Nora A. M. Briggs. 
WSE.—Jan 2, at Dublin, William Sullivan, barrister-at-law, to 
Charlotte i=, daughter of the Right Hon. Baron Dowse. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY AOT, 1883. 
Frmay, Jan. 1, —_. 


RECEIVING ORD 
Mabey, John Samuel, Searbosough, Carter. mBcarborough. Pet Dec 30. Ord 


Exam Feb 2 at 1 


| ‘Charles, Gorleston, suffolk, Smackowner. Gt. Yarmouth. Pet Dec 2. 


Exam Feb 8 at 2.3) at Townhall, Gt. Yarmouth 
Boot Maker. Stockton on Tees 
and Middlesborough. Pet Dec 30. Ord 30. Exam Jan 13 


Cayaill, J comes, Dewees =p upon a Cabinet Maker. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Chase, Herbert, Thavies inn, Bulbs Tea Merchant. ae Court. Pet Dec 17. 


Ord Dec 29. Exam Feb 3 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 
seer Ceneseen Suffolk, Fishing Boat 
Owners. Great {ements Pet Dec Exam Feb 8 at 2.30 at 


Townhall, Great Yarmouth 
mapel, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Great Grimsby. Pet Deo 
29. Ord Dec 29. Exam 20 at 11 at Townhall, Grimsb 


y 
Crofts, Thomas, Nuneaton, Printer. Coventry. Bet Dec 30. Ord Dec 30, Exam 


Jan 18 


Deen. Sones. ag ny etn, Fruiterer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 20. 
Dillon, Francis Chavos “I » i ow Villiers st, Strand, Rost in the Audit 


Court. Pet Dec 29. 29. Exam 


Feb teat 1 ent, Somerset Ho 
Doi 12 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s on Ald ds 
Edwin, Cros’ row, lane, Bermondsey, h Court. 


Carman. 
ss yy Ord Dec 28. Exam Feb 5 at 12.30 at 34, nooln's inn fiel 


G , William, the y Acton . nr Northwich, Corn Merchant. 
Nantwich and Gree. fet Dec 11. Oud’ Bes 3 29. Exam Jan 19 at 11.30 at 
antwic 


George, Aegan, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner. Great Yarmouth, Pet 


Dec 29. Ord’Dec 29. Exam Feb 8 at 2.30 at Ae gy hg Yarmouth 
Charles, Liverpool, Plum verpool. Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec 29. 
Exam Jan 11 at i2 at Court house, Government bidgs, Victoria st, Liv ~-gil 


, Rotherham, Yorks, Printer. Sheffield, Pet 


Hinchliffe, npe osep! 
Ord Dec 30. Exam Jan 21 at 11.30 
Hints, J a, Prees Heath, nr Whitchurch, Innkeeper. Nantwich and Crewe. 


Pet De Ord Dee 29. Jan 19 at 12 PS Nantwich 


Howard, y ia rd, Devons rd, Bow, Surveyor. sigh Court. Pet Dec 
inn fi 


2. Ord Dec 30. Exam Feb 12 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s 


Howat, Rohest Willow pl, Stamford hill, Furniture Dealer. High Court. Pet 
Dec 29. Ord Dec 29 xam red 12 at ui at at me Lincoln’s inn fields 
Kemp, Cornelius, | Charles Thomas , All Saints Selés, Acton, Musical 


Instrument Dealers. Brentford. Pet Now. in. is Feb 2 at 2 


Lam>, John Robert, E, ont, Cheshire, late D pe, Liverpool Pet Dec 15. 
d Dec ~ Exam Jan 11 at 12 at Court house, Government ldgs, Victoria st, 
Livery Josh y th, Devon, Fly Proprietor. Exeter. Pet 
Dec 29 im a ‘Exam Jan 14 at'11 tad 





Mobbs, William, Sadan Photographer. Leicester. Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec 29. 
Exam Yon 135 13 at 10 
Nunn, George Roper, Bradfield St. George, Suffolk, Farmer. Bury 





Mob! 








86. 


lior and 
Verie st, 
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—— 


St. Edmunds. Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec29. Exam Jan 19 at 2 at Shivehall, Bary | 
St. Edmunds 


Parker, Bi Rovers Goines, Modine, ¥ Wholesale Grocer. Blackburn, Pet Dec 2%. 
an 12a 


: 


sehapte ge; Stuart, Detten, Lancashire, Solicitor. Bolton. Pet Dec 21. 
Ord 30. Exam Jan 18a 
per, —. Cambridge, Tailor. Cambridge. Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec 29. Exam 
an a 


, Alfred O-, a and Co., Mincing lane, Colonial Brokers. High Court. Pet 
sheernsn, 3 ro ty oom Paddington a te arylebon aBuiiden High Court. 
au, John, the younger, rylebone, Builder. 
Dec 22. Ord Dec 29. Haamn Fetes ot if at 96. Lincoln’s inn fields 
saith, Robert + Hnatield, Fruiterer. Sheffield. Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec’ 29. Exam 
‘an 21 @ 
.- m, Frederick Wallace, Worcester, Printer. Worcester. Pet Dec 19. Ord 
Dec 30, Exam Jan 13 at 11. 30 
Tanner, John, Oxtord, Confectioner. Oxford. Pet Dec29. Ord Dec 29, Exam 
Feb 4 a 
George Richard, Walsall, House Painter. Walsall. Pet Dec 30. Ord 
Dec 30. Exam Jan 18 at 12 
Walton James, Barnard Castle, Dashes, out of business. Stockton on Tees 
d Middlesborough. Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec29. Exam Jan 18 
iaens, een Savage, Deion, Terme erat Kidderminster. Pet Dec 21. 
Ord Dec 21. Exam Jan 19 at 2.45 at , Kidderminster 
Winckworth, Fleery Richmond, Gricklade: Wilt Wilts, Hotel Keeper. Swindon. Pet 
Dec 29. Ord Dec Exam Jan 18 at 2 
The following pom. notice is eabottiated or that published in the 
— Sonsthe s of Dec 18. 
Small, Thomas He 


* South Normanton, Colliery Pro- 
prietors. Derby. mBst Deo 1s 15. Oe Deo a ame 15. 


Exam Jan 
Bithell, Charles Joseph, Ban; Denbighebine “Publican. Jan 19 at 2 Wynnsta: 
. es Tr, can. Jan at 2. 
Arms pone oF es aly - dj 


H 

Brown, Charles, Reading, Builder. Jan 11 at 2. Queen’s Hotel, 

Cay James, ay me on Tyne, Cabinet Maker. Jan 12 at 2.30. cial Re- 
ceiver, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

coyte Walter iter Beeston, Stonham Parva, Suffolk, Clerk in Orders. Jan 8 at 12. 
d Lion Hotel, Ipswich 

Dare, Robert, Bleadon, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Jan 9 at 11.30. Official 

Receiver, 9 9, Middle st, Taunton 

Dickinson, Samuel, North Shields, Fruiterer. Jan 12 at 3. Official Receiver, 

Pink lane, Newcastle on 








Engall, Thomas Barnabas, corutehe, Game Salesman. Jan 9 at 12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 8, King st, Norwich 
Gilbert, William, Southwell, Nottinghamshire, Joiner. Jan 8 at 12. Official Re- 


ceiver, 1, High ‘pavement, Notting 
Titus, Gi Garw Valley, nr Bri gend, Haulier. Jan 14at11. Official Receiver, 
Crockherbtown, Cardiff 
Hilton, Charles Henry, Manchester, Cabinet Maker. Jan 28 at 3. Official Re- 
caves, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Holly, ¢ George, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Smackmaster. Jan 11at2.15. Mr. L. Blake, 
th Quay, Great armouth 
Huge Leo: and ee Coster, Eastbourne, Builders. Jan 12 at 12. 
G Hotel, tbourn 
a ddersfield, Wood Turner. Jan 8 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Kimber, Harry, B 


alter, ‘Hu 
rt bldgs, New st, Huddersfield, Yorks 
irmingham, Tea Dealer. Jan 12 at 11. Official Receiver, Bir- 
4 pton, William, Rye, Sussex, Basket Maker. Jan 8 at 2. George Hotel, 
htley, William Porter, , Brighton, Schoolmaster. Jan 8 at 12. Official Re- 
ver, 39, Bona st, Brighto: 
Legnets a Samuel, Charles Marr, and William Steward, Gorleston, Suffolk, 


ng Boat Owners. Jan ii at 1. Mr L. Blake, South Quay, Great 
Vermouth 


addock, Henry Josh Tei; outh, Devon Proprietor. Jan 12 at 3. 
Castle of Exeter ot Raster enna » Fly Pp r. Jan a’ 





a. a Lek —pocee Photographer. Jan 12 at 8. Official Receiver, 28, 

riar lane, 

Newth, = — ~~~ Al Cockhill, nnr Trowbridge, Wilts, Brick ae. 
Jan 20 a Moose Clark and Collins, Solicito: 


mee 
Pepppr. 5c voy Cambridge, Tailor. Jan11at12. O Receiver, 5, Petty Cury, 


Ridge, 3 ober sep pe ste), , Barnstaple, Carpenter. Jan 8 at 10.45. George Otton, 
e 
Ridge, William, and Robert Ridge, Barnstaple, Carpenters. Jan 8at 10. G 
Ones, the Strand, Barnstaple ~~ - _— 
Ridge, William m (eeR estate =. ener, Carpenters. Jan 8 at 10.30. George 
on Hdward aon Gree Yarmouth, Banker’s Clerk. Jan 11 at 2. L. 
e, + ath Suey. Great Yarmouth 
Wallace, Worcester, Printer. Jan 13 at 11. Official Receiver, 


Birinetal ow, William, Kirby in Ashfield, Renee, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Jan 8at3. Official iver, 1, High pavement, Nottingham 

Swann, W: , Roarborough, er, Jan 8 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 74, 
Newborough st. Scarboroug’ 

Tatton, Ch Charles, Norwich, Cor Cantractor, Jan9at 1. Official Receiver, 8, King st, 


ae ye ros., Nottingham, Lace Manufacturers. Jan 8 at 2. Official Re- 
ceiver, 1, High 5 vement, Nottinghar 
Varley, Josep uddersfield, Licensed L Victualler. Jan 18 at3. Official Receiver, 
Albert bldxs, "New st, Huddersfield, Yorks 
Vickers, Samuel, Stoneley Green, nr "Nantwich, Farmer. Jan 19 at 10.15, 152, 
Hospital st, Nantwich 
Webber, Edward John, East Dereham, Ly em Betton’ Captain in the Army. 
Winck = fh, Hon aa Bocerver, ©, Slag oh AWitte i tel Keeper. J 
ck wort. enry Richmon e, its, Ho an 12 at 11.30. 
fficial Receiver, $2, High st, Swindon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Agen, VE. Welshpool, Montgomeryshire, Gunsmith. Newtown. Pet Nov 


Aisten, Crewe, Brunswick terr, Kensington, Gentleman. High Court. Pet Feb 


80 
Armi , Cedric, Severe Boot Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec 30 
Bailey, enry, Accrington, cashire, Fruiterer. Blackburn. Pet Dec8. Ord 


Dec 30 
Beery, ‘Walter, Preston, Lancashire, Draper. Preston. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 30 
Wrexham. Pet Dec 


Bicne'l Charles s Joseph, Bangor, Denbighshire, Publican. 
Blunt, Benjamin, Peterborough, Grocer. Peterborough. Pet Dec 22. Ord 


Cameron, Alexander Vass, Leeds, Painter. Leeds. Pet Dec14. Ord Dec 29 
Car arpenter. Edward James, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Carman. High Court. Pot Dec 


Ord Dec 29 
Clarke, William, Huddersfield, Watchmaker. Huddersfield. Pet Dec 18. Ord 





J Se oT Farmer. Stoke Trent and 
Goodwin, cgeph, Dehomne, Sentcton, upon 


iat Charles Plumber. Li Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec 29 
¥ “Liverpool, Flom Cabinet Maker. Manchester. Pet Dec 23. 


ork bao George Joseph, Rotherham, Yorks, Printer. Sheffield. Pet Dec 30. 
Kendall Walter, Huddersfield, Wood Turner. Huddersfield. Pet Dec2i. Ord 
Re, tect Rethad, Burton an Toent, Clothier. Burton on Trent. Pet Dec 3. 
Lamb, Joba Robert, Egremont, Cheshire, late Draper. Liverpool. Pet Dec 15. 
i = Henry Joshua, Teignmouth, Fly Proprietor. Exeter. Pet Dec 29. 
a =f Sohn James, High st, Shoreditch, Builder. High Court. Pet Nov 6. 
OGonsat, Bernard, Liverpool, out of business. Liverpool. Pet Dec 11. Ord 
“_ aaa Ryde, Isle of Wight, Baker. Newport and Ryde. Pet Nov 9. 
Skelton, Tom, Penri mberland, Hatter. Carlisle. Pet Dec 16. :- phoebe 
Smith, Robert, Sheffield, LFruiterer,’ Shetficld. Pet Dec 2. Ord 
Topping, Charles Henry, kburn, Mechanic. Blackburn. Pet Dee 8. Ord 
Turpin. George Richard, Walsall, House Painter. Walsall. Pet Dec 30. Ord 
een Brid , Spot Catt, ont, of business. Stockton on Tees 
Licensed Victualler. Kiddermin- 





illiams, 
Ord Dec 21 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
Byeobe John, and Gomersall Tattersfield, Batley, Yorks, Dyers. Dewsbury. 
et Mar7. Ord Mar i4 
TUESDAY, Jan. = 1886. 
RECEIVIN 


G 

Arundale, Frederick k Squire, Horsforth, nr Leeds, i beaw Coating Maker. Leeds. 
Pet Jan 2. Ord J Exam Jau 19 at 11 

a — Donald, ,Shotley 5 Bridge, Durham, Draper. Newcastleon Tyne. Pet Jan 2. 

Jan 2 

Deesere, William, ilvon aie om, Leicestershire, Farmer. Leicester. Pet 
Dec ani. Exam Jan 

Bowes, Jon. jun, Leyburn, Yorks, Butcher. Northallerton. Pet Dec 3i. Ord 
Dec 31. Exam Jan i8at 11.30 at Court house Northallerton, 

Bramley, Thomas, Harrogate, Yorks, Poultry ‘Dealer. York. Pet Dec3i. Ord 

Bratiey, William poe ERY 4 rrr Savings Bank Ac- 

er sect Deis, Ord Jan, Ezam Feb at 2 


Bray, — a Great ery ry Devon, Deaper- Barnstaple. Pet 

one's Ww a1 ee = <r aies diinn Colby, Pakefield, 
an 

‘Wiliam, “Robert Ot armouth: Pet Jani. OrdJani. Exam Feb 8 at 


Sul oth whhall, Gt Yarmouth 
Cooke, Edwin, Leamington, Hatter. Warwick. Pet Jani. OrdJani. Exam 


oumen Rochester, no occupation. Rochester. Pet Jan2. Ord Jan 2. 


William, 
Jan 25 at 2 
a TY omea, Nicholas, Dorset, Farmer. Dorchester. Pet Jani. Ord Jan 
1. Exam Jan 21 at 12.90 at Coun hall, 
t Edi idow. Hereford. Pet Jan 1. Ord Jani. 


: th, Hereford, 
1 
Fartwangier, Andress, Strand, W. atchmaker. HighCourt. PetJani. Ord Jan 
2. Exam Feb 12 at 1iat 4, Lincoln’ inn fields 
—_ 1. Ord Jan 1 ee — a a yong 
arrison Derwood, Ipswich, Clicker. ash Pet Dec 29. Ord Dec 29. Exam 
‘an 21 at 11 
wi md Deo 23, Exam Feb 6 p Segue, Bucks, Tailor. Northampton. Pet Deo 
'e 
Senn Galen beaten, Miller. Pembroke Dock. Pet Dec 31. Ord Dec 31. 
Jordan, Mary, 


hton, House Keeper. Brighton. Order made 
under section im “Oca nn Jan 14 at 11 

— eee. Gloucester, Labourer. Gloucester. Pet Jan 1. Ord Jan 1. 
ixam Fe 


Lee, ay ag Soom, Eccles, x ean, out of business. Salford. Pet 
Dec 31. Ord Dec 31. Exam 
e Midsomer Norton, Somerset, Miller. Wells. Pet Dec 
Exam Jan 19 at 12 


30. Ord 
M amin, and William Rowland Harris, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocers. 
Merthyr'Tyaal, P "Pet Jan 1. OrdJani1. Exam Jan 20 
Norman, , Birmingham, Factor. Birmingham. Pet June %. Ord 


31. weet 
Py, Bea Re es, Bangor, Carnarvonshire, Mariner. Bangor. Pet Dec3i. OrdJan 
Feb 1 at 12.30 
Ernest, Bristol, Seed Merchant. Bristol. Pet Dec 21. Ord Dec 31. 
Ord Jan 1. 


Pembroke, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet Jan 1. 
Court. 


Richens, Edwin. Vere Market, Licensed Victualler. 

Pet Dec 2. ee Cry Mit, Lowen icone, 2 

Scharrer, , and Co., East India Avenue. High Court. Pet Dec 21. Ord 

Dec 3 Exam Feb 9 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Stadd George anny, » Torquay, Innbeaper. Exeter. Pet Jan 1. Ord Jan 1. 
adn, G ll at 11 


Toye, Daniel junr, Aldrington, Sussex, Builder. Brighton. Pet Dec 7. Ord 
31. Exam Jan i4at 11 

Grantham, Lincolnshire, Tailor. Nottingham. Pet Jan 2. 

High Court. Pet 


Brixton, Commercial Traveller. 
Dec 2. Jan 2. Hane Hab det ti.50 at Sc Linooin's inn elds 

Whitieid, John He Taseell, Br Brierley Hill, Draper. Stourbridge. Pet 
Dec 29. Ord Dec Exam Jan 19 at 12 


Wilkinson, "Arthur, Shi Coal Merchant. Bradford. Pet Dec 18, 
Ord Jan2. Exam J 5 * 


First MESTINGS. 
Bain, Donald, Shotley Bridge, Draper. Jan 16 at 11. Official Receiver, Pink Jane, 


eee + net, Lenenthten, Punk Mauathetase. Jan 18 at 3. 
ore Willas. “Aeon a the MUR Eaioostersire, Farmer. Jan 15 at 3. 
—y . York, Poulterer, Jan 13.at it. Official Receiver. 





Git bert, William, Southwell, Nottinghamshire, Joiner, Nottingham. Pet Deo 


on AEs, 
Bi, toe Robert, Gt Torringtom, Devon, Draper. Jan wat 12, Under. 
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Brine, Samuel Crapon, Radford, nr Manager. Jan 15 at 12. Edward 
Thomas Peirson, Official I Regeiver, 17, Har > ov" 


Burton, Edgar, Kingston rd, Wimbledon, Corn Merchant. sap W2atil. Wand 
29, St ‘Swithin’s lane ao 
Coppgeees, Revert James, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Carman. Jani4at2. 33, Carey 
co! , 
Conver, Famarick, Hottinghem, Engineer. Jan 12 at 12. Official Receiver, 1, 


High pavemen 
cinaeion, les, Hillmarton rd, Holloway, Corn Factor. Jani3at12, 38, Carey 
co) ’ 
Cooke, Edwin, ‘Leamin on, Hatter. Jan 15 at 10.15. Edward Thomas Peirson, 
Official ertford st, Coven 
Cooke, Joseph, vet Johns s Wood ter, St John’s Wood, no occupation. Jan 14 at 
12. eee bdgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
William, Rochester, no occupation. Jan 16 at 11,30. Official Receiver, 
Eastgate, Rochester 
Crofts, Thomas, Nuneaton, Printer. Jan 12 at 10.15. Edward Thomas Peirson, 
Receiver, 17. Hertford st, Coventry 
Davis, John, and Thomas Devison, West Bromwich, Staffordshire, Brick 
Manufacturers. Jan 18 ati1. Official Receiver, Birmin: gham 
De Belin, Arthur, Westcroft sq, Ravenscroft pk, Hammersmith, Pensioner. Jan 
13 at 12. "Harriet Frances Portugal st, Lincoln’ 'sinn 
Donaidem, Harriet ces, Ludgate hill, Milliner. Jan 13 at 2. 33, Carey st, 


Forsythe, Johr ae. Camden rd, Turf Commission Agent. Jani3atii. 33, Carey st, 
in 
Frowio, James, Oxford, Grocer. Jan 15 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 1, St Aldate’s, 


Freymuth, Johannes Martin, Parkhill, Worest 25m, Clerk to Commission Agents. 
Jan 15 at 2. 33, Carey st, Lincoin’s 

Griswold, H Josiah, ‘Leicester, Bester Machinery Agent. Jan 15 at 12. 

28, Friar lane, icester 

Harrison, Derwood, Ipswich, Clicker. Jan 12 at 12. Official Receiver, 2, West- 
gate st, Ipswich 

Henshaw, —, Liverpool, Plumber. Jan i4at3. Official Receiver, 35, Vic- 

st, Liverpool 

Homer, Charlies Hume, and Arthur Jason Cutler, Southampton row, High 

pam, Builders. Jan 15 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st st, Lincoin’s inn 


ds 
James, William, Porchester rd, Bayswater, Gasfitter. Jani3at2. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Jordan, . Brighton, Boarding house Keeper. Jan 13 at 11. Official Re- 
ceiver, 39, d st, Brighton 
Kay, George, Cornhill, Shipbroker, Jan 13 at 12, Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
* ee Gloucester, Labourer. Jan 12 at 4.30. Official Receiver, 15, King 


st, 
Lape, Walia, Hereford, Innkeeper. Jan 14 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 2, Offa 





Lovelace, fomin, ¢ London wall, Bootmaker. Jani3at 11. Bankruptcy bldgzs, | 


Portugal oo *sinn 

Masters, W: Bank ch cg = Norton, Somerset, Miller. Jan 18 at 2.30. 
Official Recefver, Bar Bri 

Hane, ck Raper, Bradfield St George, Suffolk, Farmer. Jan 13 at 


St Edm 
ne By Robert Clince, Blackburn burn, Lancashire, Wholesale Grocer. Jan 12 at 2. 
County Court house, Blackburn 
Pennington, Arthur Stuart. Bolton, Lancashire, Solicitor. Jan 13 at 3. Public 
Sale Rooms, Bowker’s row, Bolton 
Henry, and Charles Godard,|Parkside, Knightsbridge, Whole- 
Drysalters. Jan 18atli1. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


Pim, pitied Tenent,, Bristol, Seed Merchant. Jan 13 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Bank ¢ 

Searchfield, Theodore, Clapham rd, eer, Builder. Jan 14 at1i1. Bank- 
—_e Portugal st, Lincoln’s 

Sharp, Edward Thomas, Gt Eastern 4+ "‘bechopegate, Marble Mason. Jan 14 at 
12. 33, Carey st. Lincoln’s inn 

George Henry, Torquay, Innkeeper. Jan 15at11. Official Receiver, 13, 

Bedford circus, Exeter 

Tanner, John. Oxford, Confectioner. Jan 12 at 11.50. Official Receiver, 1, St 
Aldate’s, Oxf 


72% Daniel, a, Alésingten, Sussex, Builder. Jan 13at12. Official Receiver, 
pink Richard, Walsall, House Painter. Jan 13 at 11.15. Official Re- 
er, Bridge st, Walsall 

Whitfield Jobn Russell. Brierley Hill, Staffordshire, Draper. Jan 19 at 11.45. 

C. Herbert Collis, Solicitor, Stourbridge 
Arthur, and Ivor Williams, Cardiff, Grocers. Jan 19 at 2.30. Official 
Receiver, 3, Crockherbtown, € 
Hill Gate, Hosier. Jan 15 at 12. 


W: ;, Devonshire terr, Notting 
Bankruptcy de. | Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Williams, Thomas, Neen Savage, Salop, Farmer. Jan 18 at 4. Talbot Hotel, 
Cleobury Mortimer 
ADJUDICATION: 


Aird, David Alfred, Etm court Temple, Darsioter’ at Law. High Court. Pet Nov 


12. OrdJan 2 
, Richard, Manchester, Tailor. Manchester. Pet Dec 21. Ord Dec 31 
Blackith, Hanson de la Have, Warwick, Professor of Music. Warwick. Pet Dec 
“4 Jan 1 
Booth, Wien Brees, and John Booth, Bolton, Watchmakers, Preston. Pet 
Dec9 Ord Jani 


Manufacturer pool. Pet Nov 18 and a a ee 
Burgin, Henry i, Ora Jan Saw Smith. Shefileld. Pet Ord D 
lb: Robert Ca) 0 George Wi ‘0 ag ts 
Suffolk, Pian, Hober Gt eemouth: Pe ani mi . 
Coombs, "John, jun, Worcester, Boot Factor. Worestar et Deo 14, Ona 


Cone Will Pet Jan 2. on ae 
eta Sidney. ‘Telograph st Stackbroker’ ‘High Court, Pet Dee 28. By 


Canal ¥ Wallen, Sheriff Hutton, Yorks. Carrier. Scarborough. Pet Dec 1g, 
Faulds, James 8 Anderson, Park pl, St James’s,’Club Proprietor. High Couri, 
Fisiéen, Joshua, Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Grocer. Blackburn. Pet Dec7. Ord 
Gates, Willian, Jewin st, Woollen Merchant. High Court. Pet Sept 22. Ora 
one wim ~~ Mill lane, Barnsley, Fellmonger’s Foreman. Barnsley, 
—. Derwood, 75, "Ooliintias rd, Ipswich, Clicker. Ipswich. Pet Dec %, 


Hicks, James Creasy, Leamington, Livery Stable Keeper. Warwick. Pet Noy 
20. Ord Dec 3 





Houghton, William, Bristol, Hardware Factors, Bristol. Pet Nov 14. Ord Jano 
—- n, Thomas, Filey, Yorks, Fisherman. Scarborough. Pet Dee 14. Ord 
Lenton, John Wiley, Sheffield, Sheffield. Pet Dec5. Ord 


Dec 31 
M ore, Exeter. Pet Dec5. Ord Dec 31 

aan. Edward ri Birmin, gham, Factor. Birmingham. Pet June 29. Ord 
1 


pork Deo Robert Clince, Blackburn, Lancashire, Grocer. Blackburn. Pet Dec 2%, 
Ord 


Pepper, bridge, Tailor. Cambridge. Pet Dee 9. Ord Deo $i 
; Picltes, John, John: and and Joseph Shuttleworth, y, on Weavers, Brad. 
0 e 


we ivoree, "Holes ‘Chapel, Cheshire, Innkeeper. Macclesfield. Pet Deo 
Sadler, H "+ vend terr, Kew rd, Richmond, Fishmonger. Wandsworth. 
Pet et Deo. 10. Ord Jan 1 
Smi ~~ + Heath, Worcestershire, Labourer. Birmingham. 
Pers Sept 25. Ord Jan 
Upmewted setae ers, eettiesiain Lace Manufacturers. Nottingham. Pet 
ec r 
bes ty = Hassell, Brierley Hill, Staffordshire, Draper. Stourbridge. Pet 
ec 29. 
by 3 Arthar, and Ivor Williams, Cardiff, Grocers. Cardiff. Pet Dec 22. 


Williams, David, Landaff, Glam., Commission Agent. Cardiff. Pet Dec4. Ord 


1 
| Weed. Williem, Brockley, Kent, Ironmonger. Greenwich. Pet Nov 20. Ord 
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SCH WEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Arti ie Cocos or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocom of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The pete prenenees it “ she most nutritious, per- 
fectly digest beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 

, and invaluable for invalids and C Tniidren.”” 

Highty commended by the entire Metical Press. 
without rT, apice, or other almixzture, it suite 
2!) pa keeps for yenre in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocces THICKENED yet WEAKENED 


ROBE 


To Her Majesty the Lord Chancellor, 
Judicial Bench, 





| 


EDE AND SON, 
PRR MAKERS o. .OLESURE, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 
+] 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


—— 


[T? you want Money without Fees—amounts 
£10 to £1,000—before oe opplying elsewhere see Mr. 





Now ready, prige 94, 


HE LAW ALMANAOK for 1886. New 


- Sean ee i 4 of the 
Stamp Duties and complete Postal Information 


THoMas Holborn, and all, 
zie atorch, Ac., and im eacitY cuearée than such | *°"8* 7OR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS Yee Backes ond Stationers. 
rateres. 


SOLICITOR 


Made instantanemmaly with boiling water, » teaspoonful 


 & breakfast Cup, coating lees than «  halfpen By. Law Wigs and Gowns for 
Cocostina 4 Las Vantin ie the macet eo, Gigomibie and Clerks ¢ 
cheapest Manilla Choeclate, and may be 


i 

| 

' 

richer chocolate is prohibited, ah 

in tine at Is, 4., be. 0 Way Be by Chemiste and 
| 


1 toriaaby by she Boke Proprtntor, 
K. ‘Fbeuamedte. Co, 19, Adasu-et,, tenud, Landon, W. 04, CHANCERY 


CORPORS TION ane. OMIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS | are 
USTABLISHED 1689, 





Ss’ GOWNS, —- 
Registrars, Town Cler 8, Ooms pougar. —To Hreoutors, Soli 
ch ugma zo fy” Bay 138 aay 4 pons | Booksuilors, 
- m toP ALES ce smaller 


co Nect ‘ons of eee = town ar © ~~ ry, ona to — 
Experience a sent. 





LANE, LONDON. 


| Sames* Ww. thout. trouble or expense te vendors 
Established 1816, 
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